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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Tr HAS BEEN STATED in some provincial journals that 
“Mr. W. F. Roxtnson, Q.C., will succeed the late Mr. 
Lirrtr, Q.C.,'as Vice-Chancellor of the Duchy of Lan- 
easter. We have reason to believe that Mr. Roxmson is 
not a candidate for the vacant post. 





Tue TRANSFER of fifty causes from the list of the 
Master of the Rolls to Mr. Justice Fry, for the purpose 
-of hearing only ; and of thirty causes from the list of 
Vice-Chancellor Hatt, and twenty causes from the list of 
Vice-Chancellor Matis, to Vice-Chancellor Bacon, will 
‘be published at the close of the present week. : 





Tr 1s unperstoop that some dissatisfaction is felt by 
‘the chief clerks at the limited extent of the accommo- 
-dation proposed to be afforded them in the Royal Courts 
-of Justice. Considering that the chambers of each of 





these offieers comprise what may fairly be described as 
the whole machinery of a court, sitting daily from eleven 
till four, it is essential to the convenience of practi- 
tioners that abundant accommodation should be pro- 
vided. Since the plans of the new building were made, 
the staff of each chief clerk hasbeen increased, and it is 
to be feared that the probability of such increase was not 
kept in mind at the time the building was planned. 





Tue Boarp or Intanp Revenve has altered the regula- 
tions as to the claims for the allowdiice of spoiled and 
useless stamps. Applications for the allowance of 
spoiled stamps may now be made by the owner 
of the stamps, or a clerk or agent nominated for 
that purpose by him, on every day, except Saturday, 
up to three, and on Saturday up to one, at Somerset 
House, and at Winchester-buildings on every day in 
the week, except Saturday, from eleven to three. 
The Board of Inland Revenue state that arrangements 
will shortly be made for further facilitating the allow- 
ance of spoiled stamps and expediting the iesue of stamps 
in lieu of the same. These concessions (says a corres- 
pondent) are the result of suggestions submitted to Mr. 
Gladstone as to the unfair way in which the former 
regulations worked, and will cause general satisfaction, 
it having been the practice of many persons to waive 
small claims rather than take the trouble or ineur the 
expense of making an application for allowance. 





Mr. Grapstonz’s resolution for dealing with obstruc- 
tion appears to be, to some extent, based on the practice 
of the German Reichstag. In that assembly (as'we learn 
from the recent Parliamentary Blue-book), a proposal 
for cléture has to be submitted to the President by a 
motion in writing, and must be supported by thirty 
members. The President then, without further discus- 
sion, takes a vote by show of hands. If the votes are 
even or doubtful, the debate proceeds, but the motion 
for the cléture can be repeated at any time. . 


Tue practice in other Assemblies is more summary. 
Thus in the Austrian Reichsrath, a motion to: close 
the debate miay be put at any time, and may be carried 
by a simple majority, but a speech in course of delivery 
may not beinterrupted, and, after the resolution has been 
carried, one member may be heard on each side, and 
the debate is considered to be re-opened if a member of 
the Government afterwards rises. In the Italian Parlia- 
ment, the cléture can be demanded at any time by one 
or more members. Only one member can speak against 
it, and if it is carried the debate ceases, except in the 
case of a personal explanation. In the United States’ 
House of Representatives, the passing of a motion for the 
previous question terminates all debate, and brings the 
House toa direct vote upon the question before it. 





Tue Court or Appgat have raised a point which. is 
worthy of attention. Under ord. 34, r. 1, a special case 
in an action may be stated for the opinion of the-court, 
and, when the special case comes on to be heard, the 
court gives its opinion on the questions laid before it. 
In the majority of cases the decision on the special case 
disposes of the whole of the action, but this fact has 
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been lost sight of, and although the decision is really a 
final judgment, and allows the parties twelve months for 
appeal, the order on a special case has hitherto been 
drawn up in like manner as orders on special cases 
under 13 & 14 Vict. c. 35, were drawn up. On 
the face of it the order has, therefore, appeared to 
be an interlocutory order only, allowing the shorter time 
for appealing. This would appear to have come to the 
attention of the Appeal Court in a case of Williams v. 
Williams, which was not reported on the point referred 
to. Vice-Chancellor Hatt has done his best to set 
matters right in Harrison v. The Cornwall Minerals 
Railway Company (29 W. R. 258), and the Master of 
the Rolls in a more recent case, not yet reported, has also 
called attention to the matter. In future, when a special 
case involves the decision of the whole action, it is to be 
set down in the cause books together with a motion for 

_ judgment, and counsel will move for judgment accord- 

_ ingly, after the court has given its opinion, and this will 
appear upon the judgment as drawn up. 





Lorp Jvstice Bramwett’s letter on Mr. Justice 
Sreruen’s recent article comes very opportunely, and 
might have been still more useful if it had arrived before 
the recent bar meeting. The opinion of the most ex- 
perienced judge on the bench in favour of the single- 
jadge syetem, and his ridicule of Mr. Justice SrerHen’s 
apprehension of the existence of a class of parliamentary 
lawyers who won’t take what Mr. Justice Watkin 
Wits would call an “ ordinary judgeship,’ ought to 
have weight with Parliament upon the debate on the Order 
in Council. It is not true, the Lord Justice declares, “that 
we should not get such men as Mr. Justice SrerHen 
mentions to be judges. When they found they could 
neither be Chancellor nor Chief Justice, and were not 
made Lords of Appeal nor Lords Justices, ‘ because the 
public interest did not require men of that class to be 
placed there,’ they would quietly take their seats as 
puisne judges after they had saved a good sum of money 
by their large practice.” We may add, in confirmation 
of this, that Lord Camrsett states that, when Attorney- 
General, he requested that a puisne judgeship, 
which was then vacant, might not be filled up until 
he had had an opportunity of considering whether he 
would accept the post or not. He appears, however, to 
have withdrawn his application at the urgent request of 
Lord Metzovene and Lord Joun Russett. 





Tue pate of coming into operation of the Order in 
Council respecting the abolition of the offices of Chief 
Justice of the Common Pleas and Chief Baron of the 
Exchequer, and the consolidation of the common law 
divisions of the High Court, which was laid on the table 
of both Houses on the 4th of January last, has been the 
subject of some controversy. The matter is regulated 
by section 32 of the Judicature Act, 1873, which pro- 
vides that “no such order . . shall come into 
operation until the same shall have been laid before 
each Honse of Parliament for thirty days on which that 
House shall have eat, &c.”” The question to be solved 
is, how are we to count the days of sitting of the 
House? Is there a fiction which allows every day suc- 
ceeding the meeting of Parliament, including Sundays, 
and those days, such as Saturdays, over which an ad- 
journment ordinarily takee place, to be counted; 
or are we to count only the five days a week on 
which there is business transacted? Unless an address 
is presented to her Majesty, the Order in Council 
would, in the former case, come into operation on Fri- 
day, the 4th of February, and in the latter case, not 
before the 16th. This, of course, only applies to the 
House of Commons; when the House of Lords will 
have sat thirty days it is not yet possible to anticipate. 
The language of the section is not quite clear, but we 








think there can be little doubt that only days on which: 
the House has ordinarily sat sh ould be counted. 





WE LarTELy noricep that there had been a tendency 
on the part of workmen and employers to con tract them-- 
selves out of the provisions of the Employers’ Liability: 
Act of last year. Two measures have been already in-- 
troduced into the House of Commons with a view of 
preventing any such contracts. The Employers’ Liability. 
Bill, which has been introduced by Messrs. Macutver and’ 
Moruzy, recites that, “attempts have been made to- 
impose on workmen contracts exonerating employers- 
from their liability, . . . and itis unjust to work- 
men, and inexpedient in the interests of public safety,. 
that the operations of the Employers’ Liability Act be 
thus defeated”; and section 1 enacts that ‘if and so- 
far as any contract purports to derogate from the liability 
defined or declared by the Employers’ Liability Act, 
1880, that contract shall be void.” The Employers” 
Liability Act Amendment Bill of Messrs. Macponatp, 
Burr, and Broapuurst is not quite such a sweeping mea- 
sure. Section 1 enacts that all the provisions of the Act: 
of last year ‘‘ shall have effect and be enforced by every 
court in every case, notwithstanding any contract or 
agreement excluding all or any of the provisions of the- 
said Act, or otherwise interfering with the operation 
thereof ” ; but it is provided ‘‘(1) that this Act shall 
not affect any contract or agreement made before the- 
passing of this Act; and (2) that, in determining iu 
any case the amount of compensation payable under the 
said Act by an employer, the court shall take into con- 
sideration the value of any payment or contributiom 
made by such employer to any insurance fund or com- 
pensation fund, tothe extent to which any person who 
would otherwise be entitled to compensation under the 
said Act has actually received compensation out of 
such payment or contribution at the expense of sucl 
employer.” 





Te provisions of Mr. Forsren’s Bill for the Better 
Protection of Person and Property in Ireland are not 
quite identical with those which were contained in the- 
Habeas Corpus Suspension (freland) Act, 1866. The lst 
section authorizes the arrest and legal detention during 
the continuance of the Act, “ without bail or main- 
prize,’ of any pérson declared by warrant of the Lord- 
Lieutenant to be reasonably suspected of having been 
either before or after the passing of the Act guilty of 
high treason, treason felony, or treasonable practices,. 
wherever committed, or of any crime punishable by law 
committed ina prescribed district, ‘‘ being an act of 
violence or intimidation,” or the inciting to an act of 
violence or intimidation, and “ tending to interfere with. 
or disturb the maintenance of law and order.” Such 
person is not to be discharged or tried without the Lord- 
Lieutenant’s warrant, which is to be conclusive evidence- 
of all matters contained therein, of the jurisdiction to 
issue and execute the warrant, and of the legality of the 
arrest and detention. The Act of 1866 authorized the- 
detention in safe custody without bail till the ensuing: 
lst of September of all persons in prison at the time of 
the passing of the Act for high treason, treason felony,. 
or treasonable practices under a warrant signed by six. 
members of the Irish Privy Council, or by the Lord- 
Lieutenant, or the Chief Secretary for Ireland, such 
persons not to be bailed or tried till the gaid Ist of Sep- 
tember. By the present Bill every person detained is to- 
be treated as an accused person, and not as a convicted 
prisoner; and a list of persons detained in prison under: 
the Act, with a statement of the place of detention, and 
the ground stated for the arrest of Gach person, is to be 
laid before each House of Parliament within the first 
seven days of each month during whigh Parliament is 
sitting. There was no provision corresponding to this. 
in the Act of 1866, but a similar enactment was made by 
the Westmeath Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vict. c. 25), s, 9.. 
“ Prescribed district” is to mean any part of Ireland 
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specified otto i of fthe Lord-Lieutenant for the : 
time being in force. orders may be made, revoked,| THE BENCH AND THE BAR, 


or varied by the Lord-Lieutenant by or with the advice 
of the Privy Council. By section 2 a warrant or order of 
the Lord-Lieutenant may be signified either under his 
hand or under the hand of the Chief Secretary, and a 
copy of every warrant is within seven days to be trans- 
mitted (as was also provided under the Act of 1866), to 
the Clerk of the Crown for the city of Dublin, to be by 
him filed in his public office. The Lord-Lieutenant is 
empowered, by and with the advice of the Privy Council, 
to make, revoke, or alter any order prescribing the form 
of a warrant, all such orders to be published in the 
Dublin Gazette, a printed copy of which is to be con- 
clusive evidence of the date and contents of the order, 
and that it was duly made. By section 3 the Act is to 
remain in force till the 30th of September, 1882, while 
the Act of 1866 was only in force from February till 
September of that year. 





THE CONCURRENCE, in the same number of the London 
Gazette, of the names of, an English and a Scotch peer 
will draw attention to the Bankruptcy Disqualification 
Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vict. c. 50), which enacts that every 
peer who becomes a bankrupt shall be disqualified from 
sitting or voting in the House of Lords, or in any com- 
mittee thereof, and if a peer of Scotland or Ireland, 
shall be disqualified from being elected to sit and vote in 
the House of Lords; but a bankrupt peer recovers his 
rights of sitting and voting upon the determination 
of his bankruptcy. It will be remembered that by the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, any member of Parliament adju- 
dicated a bankrupt is suspended for a year from the right 
of sitting or voting in the House of Commons, unless 
within that time the order is annulled or the creditors 
proving debts are fully paid or satisfied, and. by section 
122, in default of such annulment, payment, or satisfac- 
tion, the member’s seat is to be vacant at the end of the 
year. 





Mr. Aston, Q.C., writing to a daily contemporary, 
suggests that the Temple Bar Memorial, when removed 
from its present position, should be replaced by a sub- 
way for the purpose of enabling foot-passengers to cross 
with safety from the Royal Courts of Justice to the other 
side of the Strand ; and another correspondent states 
that the subway was part of the original plan which the 
architects of the building were instructed to provide for. 
There can be no doubt that the subway or bridge was 
part of Mr. Srrezr’s original plan, made in pursuance of 
the printed instructions to competing architects to which 
we referred some months since. The want of the subway 
is due, not to Mr. Srreer, but to the modifications in- 
troduced by Mr. Ayrron, when, as Chief Commissioner 
of Works, he applied his ingenuity to reducing the cost 
of the New Law Courts. 


THE ANNUAL BXPENDITURE for wages of servants and 
guardians of the Royal Courts of Justice after that 
building becomes fully occupied has been officially esti- 
mated at £10,000. 








Lord Shand, says the Scotsman, having been 
named a member of the Committee of Judges and 
others appointed to advise the Lord Chancellor in 
reference to pro improvements in the practice and 
procedure of law courts in England, attended a meeting 
of the committee in London on Tuesday. We learn, on 
excellent authority, that the information which Lord 
Shand communicated to the judges as to Scotch pro- 
cedure was greatly appreciated. 








Tue bench lately, bya considerable majority (as 
will be seen from the minutes of the Conneil 
of Judges, which we print elsewhere), assented to 
the Lord Chanecellor’s proposal for the abolition 
of the two vacant chiefships; the bar has now, by 
an inconsiderable majority, expressed in the meeting 
lately held in the Middle Temple Hall, dissented from 
that view. It ought, however, to be remembered, to the 
honour of the profession, that those members of it wha 
might reasonably expect to succeed, if anyone succeeded, 
to the vacant posts, did not cast their opinion and in- 
fluence on the side of their interests—indeed, the exprea- 
sicn of opinion may be fairly called a disinterested one, 
and seems to find its source wholly in sentiment. This 
may account for the fact that the speakers in favour of 
the extinction of these ancient offices seem nof, as a rule, 
to have been those who are most concerned with current 
business; and that the eminent gentleman who led 
the opposition to the proposed change is one who has 
for many years sought fame rather as a 
and an author than in the courts of justice. 
It is, indeed, hardly credible that those who are 
sufferers by the disorder and confusion that now reign 
among the relics of a system which is in the course of 
vital change, should wish to perpetuate those varieties in 
the administration of justice which are the cause of their 
miseries. Yet we seem almost driven to the belief that men 
who are acquainted with the legislation of the last thirty 
years fancy it yet possible to restore the past as it once 
existed, and to start the legal coach along the old road, 
just as if nothing had happened. It is true that the bar, 
as a body, have not taken much part in bringing about 
these changes. Bodies of men, however trained and 
educated, rarely do so. But then it is surely rather 
late to begin to interfere; and it is unfortunate to 
take an opportunity of doing so which seems to afford 
no other motive for speech than the fact that they have 
been silent so long, and that as there is nothing else 
just now to say, they must say just that or nothing, 
There is indeed something strange, and almost weird, 

in the interest which thus gathers the bar to their 
ancient hall to defend these superannuated offices. It 
recalls the silent mariners in the eachanted ship, 
which has been moving on, rather from some un- 
known impulse than under any guiding hand :— 

The loud wind never reached the ship, - 

Yet now the ship moved on! 

Beneath the lightning and the moon 

The dead men gave a groan. 

They groaned, they stirred, they ali upross— 
but only the first half of the next line is true— 

Nor spoke, nor moved their eyes. 
Yet let us hope that they will after a time ‘“‘ move 
their eyes” enough to see how much it will conduce 
to the real dignity and power of the administrationof 
justice to dispense with these useless and now mean- 
ingless titles rather than offices; and will throw their 
energies into the attempt to assist in forcing the 
chariot of law out of the ruts where it now drags its 
wheels. If they will do this, we do not despair of 
once again an united bench and bar under the con 
of a powerful chief, and some of that true dignity re~ 
stored which idle attempts to withstand “ manifest 
destiny,” and to cling to the old remnants and patches of 
the past, can only diminish and impair. 





The Cuicago Bar Association hare bad a dianer, 
Albany Lav Journal, and a question arose as to the 
of a verse in the programme said to be in Latin, and 
an animated discussion no two could agree as to its 
ing, and no one could be found who could give a 
translation of it. 
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THE ATTORNMENT CLAUSE. 


‘We suppose we must consider the judgment of the 
Court of Appeal in the recent case of Hx parte Jackson, 
In re Bowes (29 W. R. 253), as a final explanation of one 
main test to be applied to ascertain the validity of an 
attornment clause in a mortgage. As our readers will 
remember, we have often drawn attention to the vacilla- 
tions of judicial opinion on this subject. In In re 
Williams (26 W. R. 274) Lord Justice James rested his 
Aecision that the attornment clause was invalid on the 
ground that looking at the whole scope of the deed, and 
the intention of the parties, it was a mere contrivance to 
give the mortgagee an additional benefit in case of the 
mortgagor's bankruptcy. But Lord Justice Thesiger laid 
it down that section 34 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, is 
intended only to protect a bond fide rent, and not a rent 
which does nct in any way represent the real letting value 
of the premises. In Jn re Stockton Iron Furnace 
Company (27 W. R. 433), Lord Justice Bramwell said 
that the intention and object of the arrangement in Jn 
re Williams was to commit a fraud on the bankruptcy 
law, since practically the effect of the provisions of the 
mortgage in that case was that the attornment clause 
should come into operation only in the event of bank- 
ruptcy. That is to say, he adopted the view of Lord 
Justice James in the earlier case. But the latter Lord 
Justice propounded the view (in which he was sup- 
ported by the Master of the Rolls) that the reservation in 
the attornment clause of a rent very much above the 
value of the property might show that the attorn- 
ment clause was a device to enable the mortgagee 
to obtain, in the event of the mortgagor’s baukruptcy, 
something which he would not otherwise obtain. In 
Ez parte The Bank of Whitehaven, In re Bewes (28 
W. R. 523), Bacon, C.J, refused to admit the excessive 
amount of rent reserved asa test of whether an attorn- 
ment clause was a fraud on the bankruptcy lew. He 
thought that no such proposition could be drawn from 
the earlier decisions. When the case came before the 
Court of Appeal, however (sub. nom. Ex parte Jackson), 
the court (Baggallay, Cotton, and Thesiger, L.JJ.) held, 
unequivocally, that the validity of an attornment clause 
in a mortgage depends on whether the tenancy created, 
end the rent reserved, are a real tenancy and a real rent; 
and that the proportion the rent reserved bears to the 
true lettable value of the property is the chief test of the 
reality of the rent. 

The process by which this conclusion is reached is 
something like this :—there is clearly a right, as between 
mortgagor and mortgagee, where the former is in posses- 
sion of the mortgaged property, to insert in the mort- 
gage deed an attornment by the mortgagor to the 
mortgagee. The object of this clause is to give the 
mortgagee an equivalent for the benefit: which he would 
have derived from the rent if a third person had. been 
in possession of the mortgaged property. In the 
latter case the mortgagee could at any time have 
demanded payment ‘of the rent in arrear. He 
eould have applied the rent which might be paid 
to him under such demand in discharge, or part 
odiseharge, of the interest in arrear on his mortgage, and 
if it was more than sufficient for the ‘discharge of the 
interest due, it could be applied in discharge or satisfac- 
tion; pro tanto, of the principal debt itself. The equiva- 
lent for this is an attornment at’ what the court call “a 
rea) rent”’—7.c., a rent corresponding to the true lettable 
valve of the property. If the property is in possession 
of the mortgagor, the mortgagee may turn him out and 
let it to a stranger, and, therefore, there is nothing 
unreasonable, nothing that can be called a fraud on 
the law of bankruptcy, in allowing the parties to make a 
contract in the mortgage deed which they might after- 
wards validly and effectually make. An attornment at 


a sum called rent, but which is infinitely in excess of any 
rent which any tenant would give for the premises, .is 


of a third + “In this case,” said Lord Justice 
Thesiger, “ the rent is not a real rent but a mere sham; 
the is not a real tenancy but a mere sham; and 
the attornment clause is a mere device to give the mort- 
gagee a hold, in the event of bankruptcy, over the 
goods and chattels of the mortgagor which would other- 
wise have been distributed amongst the general credi- 
tors, and the attornment clause is invalid and inopera- 
tive becauss it is a fraud upon the bankruptcy law.” 

In another recent cause of Ex parte Punnett, In 
re Kitchen (29 W. R. 129), a curious question 
was raised as to the attornment clause. The first 
mortgagee of a leasehold public-house took an at- 
tornment as tenant from the mortgagor to secure 
the interest on his mortgage; the second mortgagee 
did the same, and it appeared on the face of the 
secord mortgage that the first mortgage was still out- 
standing and undischarged. The question wae whether, 
under these circumstances, the second mortgagee had 4 
right to distrain after the liquidation of the mortgagor 
for rent accrued under his attornment before the liqui- 
dation. The court held that he had. ‘‘If,” said the 
Master of the Rolls, “by a condition, notwithstanding 
the facts are known that the legal estate ie out- 
standing in a mortgagee, and that the mort- 
gagor is not really the owner of the reversion, 
you can create a tenancy by what may be called es- 
toppel, or quasi-estoppel (it does not matter what 
term we use), it appears to me there is nothing, either in 
law or in good sense, to prevent the same arrangement 
being made with more than one mortgagee.” 





REGISTRATION OF TRADE- 
MARKS IN COLOUR. 
I. 


On more than one occasion we have briefly called 
attention to the subject of colour in connection with the 
registration of trade-marks, but the recent case of In 
re Robinson (29 W. R. 31) throws so much additional 
light upon the matter that we take this opportunity of 
recurring to it and dealing with it in greater deiail. 

It.is well known that the Trade-Marks Registration 
Act of 1875, by which the registration of trade-marks 
in the United: Kingdom is regulated, contains no allusion 
to the question of colour, but that question was tacitly 
reserved for the consideration of the Lord Chancellor and 
his advisers when the rules under the Act should have 
to be framed. In those rules, when they were prepared 
and made public, no express mention of colour was 
made, but the silence of the rules was easily interpreted 
to mean that. colour was to be eliminated. Among other 
provisions contained in the rules, the 8th rule re- 
quires an applicant for registration to suppiy the regis- 
trar with a description of his trade-mark in writing, 
accompanied, when practicable, by a representation of 
the trade-mark in duplicate. By the 13th rule the 
registrar is to require the epplicant to insert an adver- 
tisement of the application in the official paper (now 
published under the title of the Trade-Marks Journal), 
and by the 15th rule the applicant may, for the purposes 
of such advertisement, be required to furnish the printer 
of the journal with a wood-block or electrotype of the 
trade-mark, or-with such other information or means of 
advertising the trade-mark as the registrar may 
allow. It: is also material to notice that by another 
part of the 8th rule the registrar may, in exceptional 
cases, deposit in the Patent Museum a specimen or 
copy of a trade-mark which cannot conveniently be 
placed on his register, and may refer thereto in_ his 
register in such manner as he thinks advisable. With 

respect to deposited marks, it is apparent that they 
will be seen by those who inspect them in the same 
colours and arrangement as they present in actual use, 





far more than an equivalent for the benefit of the tenancy 


With respect to cotton goods, a special set of rules, 























THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 285 





“numbered from 57 to 63, was.made, which appeared in 
the new edition of the rules issued in 1876, having been 
‘drawn up subsequently to the of the 
rules in 1875. By the 57th rule, an office is to be estab- 
lished at Manchester for the exhibition of all trade-marks 
used:in the cotton trade. Bythe 58th rule, as amended 
‘by the rule of December 1, 1876, every proprietor of au 
old cotton mark is required to-cend to the Manchester 
office three representations of such cotton mark, in such 
form ‘and with such a description as may be from time to 
‘time required by the Commissioners of Patents. By 
‘the 60th rule, the Committee of Experts at Manchester, 
<appointed under rule 59, are to form a list of the cotton 
‘marks sent to the Manchester office in two classes (the 
‘first class consisting of such cotton marks as they con- 
#ider to be trade-marks within the Act, and the second 
-class consisting of such cotton marks as they consider 
~not to be trade-marks within the meaning of the Act), 
and to transmit such list to the Commissioners of Pa- 
‘tents, accompanied by two representations of each of 
‘the marks specified in the second class. in such list. The 
third representation of each of the marks in the second 
Class is to be retained for reference in the Manchester 
-office. By rule 62, proprietors of marks not placed in 
“the second class may apply for registration in the or- 
-dinary way. By the additional rules of February 26, 
‘1877, rules 13, 15, and 17 are not to apply to trade- 
«marks in respect of cotton goods in classes 23, 24, and 
~25, and the registrar is to advertise applications under 
the rules, for the registration of trade-marks in the 
-cotton classes, showing, amcng other particulars, the 
places in London and Manchester where specimens of 
the marks are deposited for exhibition, and provision is 
made for consequent registration. By the further rule 
-of December 28, 1878, it is provided that propristors of 
-old “ combination stamps’ for cotton piece goods, are 
to send to the Manchester office four representations of 
such combination stamps in such form and with such a 
-description ‘as may be from time to time required by the 
Commissioners of Patents. The additional rule of 
“October 21, 1879, clears up a doubt which had been 
generally entertained, and declares that rules 57 to 63 
-do not apply to new cotton marks, and that applications 
‘for the registration of trade-marks for cotton goods, not 
‘being old marks, are to be made in the ordinary manner, 
«subject to the proviso that marks which have been placed 
“in the second class shall not be registered except by 
“order of the court. 


Thus the matter stands upon the rules, and it is in- 
teresting to consider the historical explanation given of 
these regulations by the Master of the Rolls. Thisis 

~what.he says in Jn re Robinson :—“ The rules do not 
vallow the registration of colour except in special cases as 
yrovided by rule 8, and the rules and additional rules 
applicable to cotton goods. here is nothing in 
the Act of Parliament about it at all. The Trade-Marks 
Act allowed the Lord Chancellor to make certain 
‘tules. He made rules after consultation with 
>& great many people, and they became part 
of the Act. The difficulty of advertising was so 
great, and the difficulty of getting the shade of colour 
with chromo-lithography was so great, that colour was 
abandoned simply for practical purposes. But it was 
‘found necessary to treat all cotton marks as exceptional 
under rule 8, and to exhibit them atthe Patent Museum, 
‘South Kensington, and also at certain places in London 
and Manchester, which are mentioned in the advertise- 
‘ment in the official paper under the Additional Rules, r. 
1.”’ So that it was only on account of certain practical 
«difficulties in the way of advertising ordinary trade- 
marks in colour that the rule was established and en- 
‘forced by the Commissioners of Patents or the Registrar 
-of Trade Marks, that such ordinary mark should be 
registered without colour. But with regard to certain 
descriptions of marks, the whole distinctiveness of which 
-consisted in the colour in which they were represented, 
wegistration in colour was essential, and for such marks 





ee 
alone, therefore, was registration in colour permitted.’ The 
selvage mark on cotton goods, consisting of threads vari. 
ously coloured and arranged, running ‘iron the steno 
of the ‘goods, afford a good example of such mark; or 
reference might be made, by way of illustration; to such 
marks as those appropriated by the Public Stores Act, 
1875, to the public stores, suchas white, black, or coloured 
worsted threads laid up with the yarns and the wire, 
tespectively, for hempen cordage and wire rope; or blae 
or red cotton threads in each wick, or wicks of red Cotton 
for candles. With respect to such marks, if is easy to 
see that registration in any other mode than by deposit 
would be futile, as the whole essence of the trade-mark 
consists in colour; but then we have the authority of the 
Master of the Rolls for saying, and, indeed, his whole 
decision in In re Robinson turned on the fact, that all 
marks for cotton goods are registered by deposit, so that 
very ordinary marks, if applicable to goods of that de- 
scription, are registered in their usual colours, and are to 
be inspected at the places of deposit—i.e., according to 
the usual practice at present, at the Patent Muséum, 
South Kensington, at the Trade-Marks Registry, South- 
ampton-buildings, and at the Royal Exchange, Man-+ 
chester. It certainly appears to be rather invidious that 
manufacturers of cotton goods should be placed on: so 
different a footing from manufacturers of goods in other 
classes, and that marks which in any other class would 
be advertized and registered as devoid of colour, should 
be admitted to registration in a coloured form; but the 
case becomes still more anomalous when it is considered 
that in other classes manufacturers who adopt one form 
of trade-mark will obtain registration by deposit, while 
those who adopt another description of mark will have 
to put up with black and white. No doubt there is a 
certain advantage in having an abstract device protected, 
in whatever colour it may naturally be used in practice; 
but, after all, it is not so very great an advantage to 
have protection awarded for that which it is not desired 
to use. 








REVIEWS. 


COLLISIONS AT SEA, 


A Treatise on THE Law or Cottistons ar Sea, By Rect- 
NALD G. Marspsn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Sons. 

This is a useful and well-written summary of the 
law relating to a subject the importance of which is 
shown by a statement in the preface, that in the year 
1878 there were in collision 1,790 sailing ships, and 836 
steamships, in other words that about fifteen per cent. of 
the steam vessels and 3°6 per cent. of the sailing vessels 
of the world. suffered loss from this cause alons. Mr, 
Marsden sets forth in small compass; and-in a 
readable shape, the general rules of law applicable to the 
subject of maritime collision, as laid down by statutes, 
or determined and defined in decided cases. The rule 
of the road at sea as it existed in its customary and un- 
written form before it had becume embodied and modified 
by Act of Parliament is also briefly stated, and the various 
changes which that rule has from time to time under- 
gone are fully set out in their chronological order. . The 
reported cases upon each division of the subject are in- 
telligently collated ; but with regard to one important 
matter of practice we wish to say a word. The question 
of costs in the Admiralty Division and on appeal is some- 
what complicated. It seems, however, from the j 
ment of the Court of Appeal in The Swanseaand The 
Condor (L. R. 4 P. D., at p. 120), that the Court of 
Appeal will now apply the ordinary rules of costs follow- 
ing the event; and the judgment of the same court’in 
The City of Manchester (L. R. 5 P. D. 221) applies the 
getiéral rule as to the discretion of the court. These 
cases throw doubt upon the decision of Sir Robert 
Phillimore in “he Matthew Cay (49 L. J. Prob. 47)" 
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We think that Mr. Marsden might with safety have been 
more distinet upon this point than he has ventured to be ; 
but, to do him justice, he réfers to all the decisions down 
to the date of his publication, noting that the case of 
The Daisy was not followed in The Swansea and The 
Condor ; and when he wrote, the decisions of Sir Robert 
Phillimore in The City of Manchester had not come 
before the Court of Appeal. In an appendix Mr. 
Marsden places in parallel columns the regulations for 
preventing collisions issued in 1863 and 1880; and also 
includes the local regulations of the principal ports of 
the United Kingdom. The whole book is marked by 
a thorough practical acquaintance with the subject, and 
ought, in our opinion, to be of great value to persons 
concerned in navigation as well as to lawyers. 





STATUTE LAW. 


Srarvre Law: Tue Prrciretes wich GoveRN THE 
Construction AND Operation or Statutes. By E. 
Wizerrorce, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Sons. 


This is the third treatise upon the subject of the con- 
struction of statutes which has appeared in the last few 
years. We have frequently regretted the ignorance of 
statute law, as compared with case law, which tends to 
spoil many who pass for good lawyers, and we are glad to 
believe that the literary liveliness of the subject may 
be some evidence of increased professional interest in 
it. Mr. Wilberforce’s book bears throughout conspicu- 
ous marks of research and care in treatment, but is 
wanting in originality and in criticism of the deci- 
sions which he has so well strung together. The 
little controversy about marginal notes, for instance, 
where we have Willes, J., in Claydon vy. Green (L. R. 3 
C. P. 522), and the Court of Appeal in Attorney-General 
vy. Great Easteen Railway Company (28 W. R. 759, 
L. R. 11 Ch. D. 460) on the one side, and Jessel, 
MLR., in Re Venour’s Settled Estates (L. R. 2 Ch. D. 
525) on the other, might well have been treated more 
critically, and so might the question of “ headings,” 
and the question whether utterances in Parliament 
may or may not be referred to in construing a statute, 
and the question whether a statute is directory or im- 
perative. We mies also any allusion to the Statute Law 
Revision Acts. There is a complete table of cases— 
which are numerous and sufficient, the only one which 
we have missed being Reg. v. Haslingfield Overseers 
(L. B. 9 Q. B. 209), in which the court referred to the 
Parliament Roll—but there is notable of statutes, and, 
though there is a good table of contents, the index is 
rather meagre. In spite of these faults the book isa 
good one, and we welcome its publication. 





CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Buitpise Acaeement—Licence 10 seize MATERIALS—- 
Fourerrure—Waiven—Actr oy Bankuurtcy—Biis or 
Satz Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 36), 68. 1, 7.—In & case 
of Ez parte Newitt, before the Court of Appeal on the 27th 
ult., the question arose whetber a stipulation in » building 

t the’, if the builder should not in all things 

¢ and perform a!) things contained in the agreement, 

Or if the intended buildings, or any of them, should not be 
commenced, or should at avy time be left in an unfinished 
state, and for the space of twenty-eight days not regu- 
larly proceeded with, as therein provided, then, notwith- 
standing thet vo lease should have been granted in puren- 
anee of the agreement, it should be lawfal for the land- 
owner to re-enter on the land and the houses then built or 
begun to be built thereon, and to expel therefrom the builder, 
and that on such re-entry all euch » materials, 
and things then io and about the premises should be 
forfeited to and become the property of the landowner 
“as and for liqsideted and settled damages ’—whether 
this stipulation required registration under the Bills of 
in order to render it effectual as ageivet the 





trustee in the liquidation of the builder. The agreement: 
santa g Anafranil the builder of a number of- 

upon @ corresponding number of plots of land be- 
longing to tho landowner. The houses were to be com-- 
pleted at specified dates, and time was to be of the essence 
of the contract. Leases of the plots were to be from time: 
to time granted by the landowner to the builder, as the- 
houses were covered in to the satisfaction of the land-- 
owner. There was also a proviso that nothing in the 
agreement should operate as an actual or present demise- 
of the premises or any part thereof, it being the true: 
iatent of the agreement that the builder should have the. 
right only to enter upon the land for the purpose of the- 
due performance of the agreement, and not otherwise, and 


-that, in default of sach dae performance, the right and inte-- 


rest of the builder onder the agreement should absolately 

cease. Some of the houses were not completed at the speci-- 
fied dates, and, moreover, those houses had not been for the 
space of twenty-eight days regularly proceeded with accord- 
ing to the agreement, and the landowner re-entered on the 
plots on which those houses were being erected, and took 
possession of the buildings and materials thereon, but he 
had vot taken more than a merely formal possession before- 
the builder filed a liquidation petition. The agreement had 
not been registered as a bill of sale, and the trustee in 

the liquidation claimed the materials which had been seized 

by the landowner. Bacon, C.J., held that this claim 

was well founded, on the ground that the stipulation 
for forfeiture of the materials to the landowner was a 
* bill of sale ” within the defiaition contained in section 7 of 
the Bills of Sale Act, 1854, as being “a licence to take posses- 
sion of personal chattels as security for any debt.” This- 
decision was reversed by the Court of Appeal (James, Brert,. 
and Corton, L.JJ.), who were of opinion that, though the 
stipulation in question was a licence to take possession of 
personal chattels, there was no debt for which the possession. 
was tobeasecurity. Brett, L.J., said that, even if there- 
was a debt, the possession was taken, not as a security for it, 
but in discharge of it. It was argued on behalf of the trustec- 
that, as the materials were to be forfeited to the landowner as- 
liquidated damages, and damages are, by section 31 of the 

Bankruptcy Act, 1869, made provable in bankruptcy 2s a- 
debt, it might be properly said that the possession was- 
taken as security for a debt. But Corron, L.J., said that 
the mere fact that the Bankruptcy Act made damages- 
provable as a debt did not make dama a debt for 

the purposes of another statute. Another point raised was- 
that the landowner had waived the forfeitare which had: 
aricen from the non-completion of the houses at the specified : 
dates, by making advances of money to the builder for 

the purposes of the agreement after that forfeiture 

had taken place. It was mot necessary to decide 

the point, because the court was satisfied on the evidence 
that there was another continuing forfeiture by reason. 
of the houses not having been regularly proceeded with for 

twenty-cight days. But their lordships intimated an opinion. 
that the making of advances to the builder for the pur 

of the agreement, after the expiration of the time appointed 

for the completion of the houses, would be strong evidence 
of waiver of the forfeiture by the landowner. And James,. 
LJ., said that it would require a good deal of consideration 

before he could assent to the decision of the Court of: 
Common Pleas in Doe y. Brindley (12 Moore, 37), that 

allowing a builder to proceed with the work after the ex- 

piration of the time limited for the completion of bouses 
under a similar agreement, was not a waiver of the forfei-- 
ture, A third point raised was this: it was alleged that 

no possession of the materials was taken by the landowner 

until after the filing of the liquidation petition, and it was. 
said that the landowner bad no property in the materials. 
until he had seized them, and that the Jicence only author-- 
ized him to seize that which was the property of tho builder 
at the time of the seizure, and before the seizure the 

materials had become the property of the trastee, inasmuch. 
as his title related back to the filing of the petition. The 

court, however, held that this objection was unfounded, 

Jauns, L.J., said that the trustee took all the property of the- 
debtor, but he took it with all the Nabilities which affected 
it in the debtor's hands, unless the property which he took. 
as the legal representative of the debtor was enlarged by 

some express provision of the bankrupt law. There was 
no such prov applicable to the present case, The 
stipula ion in the agreement was that in @ certain event the 
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roperty of the builder should be tiken by the landowner in 
hl wth other = betes It was 
analogous to a sale of property a te re-purchase. 
Brert, L.J., said that it was admi that a sale of the 
materials by the builder to a third person would not have 
affected the rights of the landowner under the agreement, 
-and this was conclusive to show that the title of the trustee 
in the liquidation was subject to the landowner’s rights. 
‘Corton, LJ., said that if by an aesignment of the materials 
for value the right of the landowner could not be defeated, 
-so long as the materials remained on the land, there was no 
«provision. in the Bankruptcy Act which placed him in a 
worse position as against the trustee. The order and dis- 
sposition clause did rot apply, because the landlord was not 
the trae owner of th» materials until he had exercised his 
‘right to se‘ze them.—Soticrrors, S. G. Ashwin; H. 

ontagu. 


Practice—Bankrurtcy AprpeEAL—Time For APPEALING 
rFrom County Court To Cuter Jcpg¢e—Bankrvurptcy RvLEs, 
A870, x. 143—Bankrurrcy RoLe or May 26, 1873.—In a 
case of Ex parte Hall, before the Court of Appeal on the 
27th ult., the question arose whether the time for 
appealing from a bankruptcy order of a county court 
to the Chief Judge has been varied by the Rules 
ander the Jadicature Act, or whether it is still rega- 
Aated by the Bankraptcy Rale 143 of 1873, as inter- 
preted by the Bankraptcy Rale of the 26th of May, 
1873. Rale 143 provides that ‘‘ an appeal against a deci- 
sion or order of the Chief Judge in Bankruptcy, or a judge 
-of @ county court, shall be entered with the Registrar of 

Appeals within, and not later than, twenty-one days from 
the said decision or order.” And rule 150 provided that 
~* the office for enteriug bankruptcy appeals to be heard by 
the Court of Appeal in Chancery shall be closed during 
the ordinary vacatione of the Court of Chancery, and the 
time daring which such office shall be closed shall not be 
‘reckoned in the number of days ordered for the entering 
of appeals to be heard by sach Court of Appeal in Chan- 
very.” This role was rescinded by the rale of the 26th of 
“May, 1873, which provided that “the office for entering 
‘bankruptcy appeals sball be open daily thronghout 
the year, except on Sanday, Christmas Day, Good 
Friday, the Saturday after Good Friday, Monday and 
“Tuesday in Easter week, and on any day appointed 
for a public fast or thanksgiving; . . . and the dayson 
which the office shall be wholly closed shall not be reckoned 
in the number of days ordered for the entering of appeals.” 
Xt was decided by the Chief Judge, in Ex parte Hicks (23 
W. R. 852, L. R. 20 Eq. 143), that, by virtue of this rule, 
Sundays are not to be counted in reckoning the twenty-one 
days under rule 143, so that, in effect, twenty-four days are 
given for appealing, and this has ever since been accepted 
-as the practice in appea's to the Court of Baokruptey. But 
in Ex parte Viney (25 W. R. 394, L. R. 4 Ch. D. 794), the 
Court of Appeal held that the time for appealing from deci- 
sions of the Chief Judge to the Court of Appeal is now regu- 
lated entirely by the rules under the Judicature Act, and the 
Sundays are not to be excluded from the computation of the 
twenty-one days fixed by rule 15 of order 58. The court 
was not, however, then called upon to decide whether the 
-old practices remains in regard to appeals from the county 
c to’the Chief aw Tn Ex parte Hate, this poiat 
Ww sed, ; CxJ., held that, with regard to such 
appeals, the old practice is still in force, and that, conse- 
quently, Sundays are to be excluded from the computation 
of the twenty-dne @ays under rate t43. The Court of Ap- 

eal” (James, Basti, and Corroy, L.JJ.) affirmed this 
|, tine aca G@. Presswell ; Clarke, Rawlins, § 
Mlarke, 





Costs—ArrraAL—Hangas Corrus—Proniatrion — Ar- 
VEARANCE OF JUDGE 10 DEFEND JunispicrioN—Orp, 58, 
R, 5.—The case of Jn re Dale (noted ante, p. 217) came 
-again before the Court of Appeal on the 29th ult. apon the 

uestion of the costs of the appeal, The appellant, who had 

failed altogether in the Queen's Bench Division, succeeded 

in the Court of Appeal upon his application for a writ of 

Rabeas corpus, bat failed in hia ap for a writ of 

ohibition to Lord Penaanee, as the Judge of the Provincia 

t of Canterbury appointed under the Public Hehe 
Regulation Act, 1874, on the growad that he had 








his jurisdiction. The appellant claimed his costs of the appeal 
so far as it related to the habeas corpus, and in opposition to 
his claim it was urged that the proceeding was of a criminal 
nature, and that the court had no power to give the costs of it. 
The court (James, Brerr, and Corrox, L.JJ.) held that 
the appellant was entitled to his costs. James, LJ., said 


that it was an abuse of terms to call the application for a 
habeas corpus a criminal proceeding, as the fur which 


the appellant was imprisoned was a contempt of court; and 
Brett, L.J., said that when a habeas corpus was applied for on 
behalf ofa prisoner, it wasapplied for on the ground that he was 
an innocent person, and there was nothing criminal in that. 
And, as to the costs of Lord Penzance, i: was urged that he was 
not entitled to them, because it was unusual and unnecessary 
for a judge to appear to support his jurisdiction. The Queen's 
Bench Division did not give him his costs of his appearance 
in that court. The Court of Appeal held that there was 
nothing tc exclude the application of the ordinary rule, and 
that Lord Penzance must be paid his costs of the appeal by 
the appellant.—Soxicirors, Brooks, Jenkins, & Co.; J. 
Girdlestone ; Sol'citor to the Treasury. ‘ 





Sray or PROCEEDINGS PENDING APPEAL—APPLICATION 
to Court or ApPpeEaL—Dezatu or JupGe oF Fiest InsTAxce 
—Orp. 58, nk. 16, 17.—In a case of Bostock vy. Pearson an 
application was mate ex parte to the Court of Appeal, on 
the 31st ult., with reference to a stay of ayes, lew 
an appeal from a decision of the Vice-Cha: of the 
Laneaster Court. By virtue of rule 17 of order 58 such an 
application ought to be made in the first instance to the 
court whose decision is appealed from, bat in the present 
case, owing to the death of Vice-Chancellor Little, it was 
impossible to make the application to thateourt. Under 
these circumstances the court (James, Brerr, and Corroy, 
LJJ.) thought that the application might be iy made 
at once to the Court of Appeal, and they gave leave to 
serve a notice of motion for the purpas>.—So.ictrors, 
Cross, Sons, &: Riley. 





Restrictive Covenant as TO Usror Lanp—“Bgersuor.” 
—In a case of Tiz London and Suburban Landand Building 
Company v. Field, before the Court of Appeal on the 3lst 
ult., a} question arose upon the constraction of a cove- 
nant ia restriction of the use of land. The 
was subject to a covenant not to erect on a piece of land, 
forming part of an estate laid out for building, “any 
public-house, tavern, or beershop,” nor to use any house 
erected on the piece of land as such. A shop had been built 
on the piece of land, and the defendant who was the oc- 
cupier of the shop, had obtained a licence authorizing him 
to sell beer there not to be drunk on the premises, and he 
was selling beer there accordingly. The action was 
brought to restrain him from breaking the covenant. 
Jessel, M.R., overruled a demurrer to the atatement of 
claim. It was contended on behalf of the appellant that 
the word “ beershop” had a technical meaning, equivalent 
to that of “ beer-house,” é.¢., a place where beer was sold to 
be drunk on the premises, and that, consequently, there 
had been no breach of thé covenant. The court (James, 
Brett, and Corron, L.JJ), however, fellowiog the decision 
of the Queen's Bench Division in The Bishop of St. A’bens 
v. Battersby (26 W. R. 979, L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 359), beld thas 
the word ‘‘ beershop ” had no techuical meaning distinet 
from its Ordinary medsidg, aad that it mast te t 
meat wshop where beér was sold, even if it was consumed 
off the premises.—Souicrroas, Shun, Crossman, & Ca, ; 
T. W. Rogers. 





Crvs—Exprusiox or Mempsn—Jcnispicrien or Covat 
ro Inrerrers.—In a case of Dawkins v. Anirotus, b 
the Court of Appeal cn the Ist iast., the queation ares: 
whether the court had jurigdiction to review the decision of a 
general meeting of the members of a club, expelling the 
plaintiff from membership. The origiaal rales of the clad 
contained no provisions for the expulsion of members, 
there was a power to alter the rules by a ata 
meeting, at which at least forty members were present, 
the plaintiff became a member a new rule was passed 
this power, which provided that in case the condact of 
member, either in or out of the club-house, sheald, ia 
opivion of the committee, be injurious te the character 
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interest of the club, the committee should be empowered, if 
they deemed it expedient, to reccmmerd such member to 
resign, and, if he should not comply within a month, the 
committee shonld then call a general — and = a 
majority of two-thirds of that meeting should agree by 
allot 0 the expulsion of the rows, Pe name should be 
erased from the list, and he should forfeit all right and claim 
upon the property of the club. The plaintiff was an officer 
in the army, and he a!leged that a general officer, who was 
also a member of the club, had, while acting as a member of 
a military covrt of inquiry, held ‘or the purpose of investiga- 
ting certain allegations made by the plaintiff, acted improperly 
and unfairly towards him. The plaintiff publisbed a pamphlet, 
which contained allegations of gross misconduct against the 
Doke of Cambridge, the Secretary of State for War, and 
various officere in the army, including the general officer in 
questior, and sent a copy of the pampblet by post, addressed 
to the general officer at the Horse Guards, in an envelope hav- 
ing printed on tbe outside of it words imputing dishonourable 
conduct to him. The committee of the club called upon the 
plaintiff for an «xplanation.. The plaintiff failed to give any 
explanation, and the committee then called upon him to re- 
sign his membership. This he declined to do, and a general 
meeting was then called to expel him, notice being given to 
him. The meting was held, and a resolution for the ex- 
pulsion of the plaintiff was passed by a majority of 108 to 
36. The plaintiff, by his action, claimed a declaration that 
the resolution of the meeting was null and void, and it was 
contended on bis behalf that the resolution bad been come to 
in a capricious, unfair, and aibitrary manner, and not bond 
Jide, and that the committee had been unduly biassed against 
the plaintiff, several of them being officers in the army and 
in the same regiment as the officer to whom the pamphlet had 
been sent. Jesse], M-R., though be said (vide 23 Soxici- 
tors’ JourNal, €81) that he should himeelf have felt very 
great difficulty in holding that the mere sending a eopy of 
the pamphiet to a member of the club, not at the club, in 
an envelope with the cbjectionable words priated on it, was 
**ipjurious to the character aud interests of the club,” he 
could not take upon himself to say that the committee bad 
acted so unreasonably as to enable him to impute legal 
malice to them. He could not ssy that they, or the general 
meeting, bad acted without reasonable or probable cause, or 
that the allegation of malice was sufficiently made out. He 
therefore dismissed the action. This decision was affirmed by 
the Comt of Appeal (James, Burtt, and Cortox, L.JJ.) on 
substantially the same grounds. Jamxs, L.J., said that he en- 
tirely agreed aitb what was said by the Lords Commiseioners 
in Inderwick y. Snell (2 M. & G. 216), in relation to the re- 
moyal of directors of a company by a meeting of the 
shareholders, which was directly applicable to the case of a 
club. If the meeting of the members had been duly con- 
( vened and bai power to decide the particular question, 
| the court bad no jurisdiction to interfere unlers it conld 
be shown that the decision wes to grossly unfair and un- 
reasonable that it could not have been arrived at except 
from some malici.us motive. If the committee and the 
general mecting were vot acting fraudulently, and there wes 
| no ground for sssuming that they were so acting, they were 
| the sole judges whether the rule as to expulsion ought to 
be applicd, aod the court could ect interfere. His lordship, 
, was of opinior, with deference to the Master of 

the Ros, that nothing could be more injurious to the 
character end interes's of 2 cub than the conduct of the 
misff in sending the pamphlet in question. Baer, 

+, eaid that, unless there was clear proof of mala fides, 
which there was not in this case, the court bed no authority 
to consider whether what was done by the meeting was 
reasonable or uct, or to interfere with their decision, even 
if of opinion that it was wholly beyond season and with- 
out reseon, — Sovicirrons, Guscot, Wadham, & Daw ; 
Nici, Manisy, § Co. 





Pescrazr—Morion ox Avmiseions 1n THE PL¥ADINGS— 
Reves or Cover, 1875, Onv, 40,» 11—Riont oy De- 
FESDANT TO Move wo #46 xor Counryn-cLaImep—Kiount 
to “ Renser.”--In a case of Pascoe ¥. Richards, before the 
Mester of the Rolls on the 2% ult., the defendsnt. bad put 
ins rns to the see a hs aim, tnt had not counter- 
Ctimed for any relief. "The plaintiff then replied specially, 
and toe defendent rejoined by joining issue on the reply. The 
tclevéant now moved onder ord. 40,4. 15, that the setion 
might Le disssirsed,on the ground thet, on the admitted facts 


j in the: pleadings, the plaintiff bad not disclosed any case 
for relief.agninst.the defendant. The material words of the- 
rule are as follows :—‘“ Any party to an action may, at any’ 
| stage thereof, apply to the court or a judge for such order 
| as he may, upon apy admissions of fact in the pleadings, be 





entitled to, without waiting for the determination of any- 
other qaestion between the parties. Any such application 

may be made by motion so soon as the right of t ® party 

applying to the relief claimed has appeared from the plead-- 
ings.” The arguments turned mainly on the question 
whether the defendant. could be said to be entitled to any 
“relief,” as be had not counter-claimed, and a decision of 
Hall, V.C., of Litton v. Litton (L. R. 3 Ch. D..793), was- 
relied on in support of the view that a defendant, uoder the 
above circumstances, was not within the rule. JzssEL, 
M.R., was of opinion that the motion was well founded. If 
Hall, V.C., had decided the point, he should have followed 

bis decision; but, in his opinion, he had not decided the point 

that arose ja the present. case. In Litton v. Litton, default: 
had been made ip replying, and the Vice-Chancellor held: 
that the proper mode in such a case was for the defendant 
to give notice of trial or to move to dismiss. Moreover, if’ 
the books of practice had been uniform as to the construction 
of the rule, he should probably have followed the general 
rale adopted by them, but they were not uniform as to the: 
construction to be adopted, and he must, therefore, construe: 
the rule himself. Now, on the rule, it was clear that “any 

party ’’ could move, and those words must include a defend- 

ant. The later words were more ambiguous, and the diffis 
culty was as to the meaning of the word ‘‘relief.” In other: 
places in the rules where the word ‘‘relief’”’ occurred, it 
was not confined to its old narrow meaning of the ‘‘ relief” 
claimed by bill in chancery, but was to be used in its ordin-- 
ary and wider sense, He did not sce that a defendant could. 
ask for greater relief than to have the action dismissed, and: 
he thought the word was used in that sense, He was,. 
moreover, of opinion that the first and enacting part of the 

rule was aot to be cut down by the later portion, which 

only showed the way in which the enacting part was to be 
carried out, unless by clear and unequivocal words. On the 
construction of the role, and on the reason of the thing, he 

thought the defendant, in euch a case as the above, came 
within the rule; and he should, therefore, not allow the ob-- 
jection to the motion on that ground. On the omg however, 

bis lordship dismissed the motion.—SoLicirors, Dollman § 

Pritchard ; Henry Aird. 





Wu1—Git or Resipve to Wivow ‘ror Lire with 
REMAINDER TO CHILDREN — ADVANCES TO CHILDREN — 
Horcuror Ciavse—Inrerest.—Iin a case of Re Rees, Rees 
y. George, before the Master of the Rolls on the 29th ult., 
the testator, by his will, gave the income of bis residuary 
estate 10 his widow for life, and after her death, after legacies . 
to his-sons, directed his residuary estate to be divided amongst 
all his children at twenty-one, or marriage. The will con- 
tained a declaration that every sum of money advanced to his. 
children during his life, or any money paid by the testator 
towards their maintenance or education, should be brought 
into hotebpot and accounted for as part of the respective share: 
of such child in his residuary estate. The testator died in 
1860, and the chief clerk certified that he left nine children, . 
all of whom attained their majority, and that be had made 
advances to four of them. The widow died in 1880, where- 
upon the residuary estate be divisible, and on a petition 
for payment ont of court of the nine shares, the question arose 
from what date the advanced children, in bringing their ad- 
vances into hotehpot, were to be charged with interest on 
their shares. Juesx., M.R., was of opinion that the interest 
was to be charged on the advances from the date of the death 
of the widow, and not from the date of the testator’s death. 
~-Boicitons, Warriner ; Clarke, Woodcock, & Ryland, 


Hvssany ayy Wive—Provection Onper—Discnarnau— 
Dest oF Wivu ~- Witt — Seranare Estate — Pronate 
Action—~Counren-cLaim—Divonon Act, 1867 (20 & 21 
Vict, ©, 85), 68. 21, 28-~-Jupicatunu Aor, 1878, s, 2 
4, sus-sxorion 8, — In the Probate, voroe, end 
Admiralty Division, on the let inst., the oase of Mudge 
v, Adams wos 7 upon a demurter to portions of 
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appointed the plaintiff! as her executor by a will duly 
executed by ber when liviog apart from her husband, after 
having obtained a protection order, and being 

of separate estate. The defendant alleged in his- state- 
ment of defence and counter-claim that the protection 
order had been obtained by his wife without his know- 
ledge, and by meang of fraud and false representations, 
and that he had not been guilty of desertion. By his 
counter-:laim he asked that the court should pronounce 
against the will aud grant letters of administration to him 
as the lawful hosband of the deceased, and also for a de- 
claration that the protection order was frandalent. and 
void, and should be set aside and discharged. The plain- 
tiff replied that the defendant for a long time daring the 
lifetime of the deceased knew of and acquiesced in the 
existence of the protection order, aud allowed the deceased 
to act thereunder, and was thereby estopped from now 
questioning its validity. The plaintiff also demurred to so 
much of the statement of defence and counter-claim as 
alleged that the protection order was obtained without his 
knowledge and by means of frand and false representa- 
tions, and ought to be set aside, and that the defendant 
had not been guilty of desertion. It was argued by the 
plaintiff's counsel that the protection order precluded 
the defendant from disputing the will of the de- 
ceased, and that he conld not, after his wife's 
death, take any step to have the order discharged. 
Hannen, P., stopped the argament of the connsel 
for the defendant, and overruled the demurrer, upon the 
general piociple that an order obtained by fraud may be 
set aside at the instance of the party complaining of the 
fraud, unless the rights of innocent parties would be pre- 
judiced by so doing. The interests of the executor or of the 
legatees under a will made by a marzied woman who has 
obtained a protection order were not such rights as would be 
prejudiced by the discharge of the order, ant the making of 
a will was not among the “acts” done by the wife between 
the making and the discharge of the protection order, which 
are specially protected by the 21 & 22 Vict. c. 108, 8. 8, in 
the event of the order being discharged. The 20 & 21 Vict. 
c. 85, e. 21, p'aced a wife who had obtained a protection 
order in the same position, with regard to property and con- 
tracts, as if se had obtained a decree of judicial separation, 
while section 23 envbled a husband or wife against whom a 
decree of judicial separation has been pronounced, ‘‘at any 
time thereafter,” to present a petition to reverse the decree, 
on the ground that it was obtained in his or her absence, or 
that there was reasonable ground for the desertion. The 
words ‘‘at any time thereafter” showed that the death of 
the husband or wife was not a bar to the application for the 
reversal of a decree of judicial separation, and for the same 
reason the death of the wife did not preelude an ae 
to discharge the protection order, al hough, no doubt, it cast 
a heavy onuvs upon the husband. Secondly, the defendant 
was entitle! to raise the qaestion of the rene of the 
Protection order in the probite action, since he ha properly 
claimed by his pleadings, in respect of a legal right, | 
relief as the court could have granted “in any suit insti- 
tuted for that purpose, against the same plaint'ff,” within 
section 24, snb section 3, of the Judicature Act, 1873. In 
the present case the procedure was simplified, because both 
the probate and the discharge of the protection order were 
matters within the jurisdiction of the same division. He 
therefore held the counter-claim to be good, but reserved 
all questions as to cos's until he had heard all the facts of 
o case,—Soxicrrors, Poole, Hughes, § Poole; Wedlake ¢ 

etls, 








A Queen's Counsel writes to the Ziimes :—“ As one of 
those who signed the requisition for the meeting of the bar, 
which I have just left, I beg to say that, whatever 
ita verdict, it seems to me to be valueless. It was im. 
possible to hear, hardly more possible to see, and very many 
of the working members of the bar, more especially of those 
in the fullest practice, are conspicuous by their absence, If 
it is a mere counting of noses, well; if anything more, it is 
simply valuelosa as any sort of aid in deci A a very grave 
queation once and for all, I may add that three other 
working members of the bar—one a Queen's Counsel of long 
epanding, whose experience and opinion are worth con- 
8 deration—leff at the sme time as myself and for the same 
reason,’ 





CASES BEFORE THE BANKRUPTCY 
REGISTRARS. 


(Before Mr. Recisrrar Pepys, actiog as Chief J sdge.) 
Jan. 25.—Ezx parte Foreman and another, Re Roberts. 
A bill of sale was expressed to be made in consideration of 
£1,250, veing a debt owing to the grantee by the grantor, £24 


for interest dae, and £100 then pai the to the 
grantor. In fact the grantor weccleed date eens 46 
y peterpan interest, in ation, om the 


Held, that the deed was, by section 8 of the Billa of Ssle Act, 
1878, void againet the trustees in the liquidation of the 

This was an application on behalf of the trustees of 
property of Edwin Roberts for sn order declaring that a 
bill of sale, dated 9:h of June, 1879, and made between 
the debtor of the one part, and James Miles of the other 
part, was null and void against the said trastees, and that 
the property comprised thereio, and the proceeds thereof, 
belonged to them. 

By the bill of sale, which was registered pursuant te 
the Bills of Sale Act, 1878, the debtor, carrying on busi- 
hess aS @ pawnbroker, assigned te James Miles, who now 
claimed to be entitled to the benefit of the security, all his 
furniture, gocds, fixtures, chattels, and other eft-cts upon 
the premises occupied by him at No. 138, St. James’s-road, 
Holloway, the pledges and stock-in-trade therein, and alse 
all other goods, chattels, and effects which might thereafter 
come into or upon the said premises or any other pr: mises 
of the debtor during the time any money might be dae 
under and by virtue of the said bill of sale, by way of 
security for the sum of £1,250, in the said indenture ex- 
pressed to bea debt owing to J. Miles by the debtor for 
money lent, and the sum of £24 for i-terest due thereon, 
and a further sum of £100, io the said indenture expressed 
to be then paid by Miles to the debtor, making 
the sam of £1,374, with interest thereon at the rate of £6 
per cent. per annum. 

The sum of £100 was not, in fact, paid by Miles to the 
debtor at the time. The debtor received £94 Me by a 
cheque for that amount, dated 6th of June, 1879, sum 
of £6 having been deducted and retained by Miles for one 
year’s interest on the £100. There was a question upon the 
evidence whether a sum of £13 was not also paid by Miles, 
being the premium upon a policy of insurance effected om 
the debtor's life and deposited with Miles by way of secu- 


rity. . 

On the 9th of April, 1880, the debtor filed a petition fur 
liquidation of his affairs, and at the first meeting trustees 
were appointed, with a committee of inspection. 

Robson, in support for the application :—Apart from any 
other question the bill of sale is void against the trustees 
by reason of the consideration for which it was givem not 
haviog been truly set -forth in accordance with section 8 of 
the Bills of Sale Act, 1878. If anything be deducted for 
interest or discount the fact should be stated: Ex parte 


15 Ch. D. 42, 23 Soxicrrors’ Jouanan, 504). In the present 
case interest in anticipation was dedac and 
Charing Cross Advance and Deposit Bank v. Parker (L. BR. 
16 Ch, D. 35) applies. He also cited Ex parte CAailimer 
(28 W. R. 205). 

dent :—It is not 


the evidenca on the £94 was the Be fm paid. 
assuming that it was, the tice acting expenses 
is.well known. Ex parte Caalliner shows that the 
attendant upon the mortgage may proper.y be deducted from 
the amount advanced. 

Mr, Rsaisrran Parys said he could not distinguish the 

resent case from Ex parte Charing Cross Advance and 

posit Bank, In re Parker. The amount deducted was net 
so large as the agreed sum in that case (£30), bat still & 
was in the nature of a deduction for interest; and 
Court of Appeal bad laid it down that, when interest wasde- 
deducted from the consideration, the deed was, by section 
8 of the Bills of Sale Act, void as against the tresiee @ 
the. liquidation of the Dap He mast held, therefere, 
that the bill of sale in this case was invalid, bat the order 
would be made without costs. 

Solicitore for the trustees, Wright & Late. 

Solicitor for the respondent, Neveds, 
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OBITUARY. 


VICE-CHANCELLOR LITTLE, 


Mr. Little, Q.C., Vice-Chancellor of the Chancery 
Court of the Dachy of Lancaster, died on the 27th alt. 
Vice-Chancellor Little was called to the bar at the Middle 
Temple in Easter Term, 1840, and practised for many 
years in the Court of Chancery, and in the Lancaster 
Palatine Court. He became a Queen’s Counsel in 1866, 
when he selected the court of Vice-Chancellor Malins, but 
his practice was chiefly io bankraptcy appeals. In 1871 
he succeeded the late Sir John Wickens as Vice-Chancellor 
of the Dachy of Lancaster, and he held that office till 
bis death. Aboot four years ago he retired from practice, 
and he bad since devoted the whole of his cttention to his 
jadicial duties. Mr. Little fully justified the expectations 
thet were entertained at the time of his appointment, and 
he obtained the esteem and respect of the bar, and the con- 
fidence of the suitors in his court. It may be remembered 
that abont two months ago his judgment in Duncan v. North 
and South Wales Bank, which bad been reversed by the 
ys rd Appeal, was unanimously restored in the House 

orde. 








SOCIETIES. 


LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At the usual monthly meeting of the directors, held at 
the hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, 
en Thursday, 3rd of February, the following being present, 
viz., Mr. Desborough (chairman), and Messrs. Boodle 
Desborough, jor., Hedger, Ssduey Smith, Styav, and 
A. B. Carpenter (secretary), a grant of £5 was made toa 
non-member, and the ordinary general business was 
transacted. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW SOCIETY. 


The annual meeting of the Birmingham Law Society 
was ne'd om the 28th u t., at the Library Room, Wellington- 
passage, Benneti’s-bill. Mr. J. Marigold, president of the 
society, occupied the chair, acd among those present were 
Mesrs. W. 8S. Allen, C. F. Arnold, T. Assinder, §, Balden, 
jus., J. W. Browett, A. G. Baller, J. F. Butlin, A. Canning, 
J. B. Carslake, J.Chirm, E. M. Coleman, H. D. Cromp- 
tow, J. E. Deakin, E. Docker, T. S. Eidowes (Sutton Cold- 
field), M.A. Fitter, T. A, Garland, A, Godlee, H. M. 
Goodman, E. J. Hayes (town clerk), T. Horton (hon. seere- 
tary), W. Horton, J. Jelf, G. J. Johnson, W. Johnson, 
E. U. Lee, T. G. Lee, L. W. Lewis (Wa'eall), W. Lowe, 
J. Merigeld, T. Marlow (Walsall), I. Martineau, C. E. 
Mathews, W. Morgan, H. New, C. EB. Newey, H. Parish, 
BR J. Perr, BR. A. Pinsent, G. T. S. Plant, W. H. 
Pordl, E. &. Rawlings, J. Rider, Joseph Rowlands, 
Jecob Rowlands, T. H. Russell, C. T. Sannders, 8S. K. 
Shore, T. &. Smith, G. T. Smith, S. N. Solomon, and J. T. 


The report was taken as read. 

The Paesipext, in moving its adoption, drew attention to 
its principal feeturcs. He remarked thet the number of 
members showed sa/is‘actory incresse, and that it wae al-o 

tifying to eee the exercise of the privilege of using the 
ibrary by the articled clerks. The financial report was 
also watislactory. Referring to the library, the president 
said too much praise could not be awarded to their 
hon. secretary for the immense labour he had brought to 
bear , and the extracrdicary time he had given to, the 
ilation of the catalogue. The library was founded in 
1822, when it consisted of 647 vw lames ; fo 1840, the num- 
ber bad increasd to 900, in 1857 to 1,450, in 1865 to 1,903, 
in 1872 to 2,599, and a1 the present time contained 8,500, 
Parliament had not, daring the past year, been able to effect 
any charges in the law, and from the Irish stew at pre- 
emt behore tee House of Commons it did not sppesr likely 
that there would be very much improvement or many new 
aws deriog the present session, Was, however, pro- 


wised 
Boosh of Trade 


Vill, © which the President of the 
had promised to give bie very great at- 








tention; anihe believed it was the intention of that gentle- 
man to take credit for makiog the Bill one of the best 
measures that could be framed. He (the president) 
also believed there was almost an avowed intention of getting 
the measure through without the iatervention of the solici- 
tors. He could only say, if the solicitors had no haud in 
framing the measure, that the. new Binkruptey Bill would 
be very unlikely to carry out that which it was de- 
sired to do, If, however, tiey were taker into consultation 
by the persons dealing with the subject, the joint action 
would result in the passing of a proper measure. 

Mr. Carsake seconded the motion. 

Mr. T. Martineau spoke with reference to the evils ia 
connection with the present administration of justice in the 
provinces, and drew attention to the remedies proposed by 
the conference at Liverpool. He asked them, if Liverpool, 
with its three civil assizes each year, felt the evil con- 
sequences of the present system, how much worse off was a 
town of the magnitude and commercial importance of Bir- 
mingham, which had cither to send cases for trial at Warwick 
or London, or perhaps had to send for settlement or arbitra- 
tion? Agreat many people had felt that Birmingham should 
be not only an assize town, but the centre of an assize dis- 
trict. He was glad to point out that the scheme agreed 
upon at Liverpool would, if carried out, give Birmingham 
more than had been anticipated in their most sanguine 
moments. It not only proposed thit Birmingham should be 
the centre for civil and criminal purposes, but that Birming- 
ham should practica'ly have a resident judge and continuous 
sittings. He had always taken the greatest intercat in the 
question <f assizes for Birmingham, but he had koown no 
scheme so comprehensive, ccmplete, and effzctive, as this 
bronght forward by the Liverpool Society, and it should re- 
ceive no heartier support than from the town of Birming- 

m. 

Mr. Saunpers also expressed his approval of the scheme, 
and added that the resolutions passed at Liverpool had been 
adopted at the conference of Associate! Provincial Societies 
in London, and weuld be submitted forthwith to the Govera- 
ment, in the hope that they would be taken into immeijiate 
consideration. Of course, the important question would 
arise, that in Birmingham there were no courts in whic’ the 
assizes could be held. In this respect, they were in the hands 
of the town council, but no doubt with such influential mem- 
bers as Messre. Johnson and Martineau this difficulty would 
receive consideration. R-feriiag to the present imperfect 
means of educating law students ia B.rmiogham, Mr. 
Saunders announced the proposed app?intment of a reader 
for the elementary classes, and a lecturer fur those more 
advanced, in conjanction with the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society, the examination committee of which had de- 
cided to report to the council in favour of a grant in aid of 
the payment of the fees. 

The report and statement of accounts were then adopted. 

The CHAIRMAN next proposed, “‘ That this meeting tenders 
its hearty thanks and congratulations co Mr. Thomas 
Horton, the honarary secretary, on the occasion of the 
publication of the new catalogue of the library, and hereby 
instructs the committee to take.into their consideration ia 
what manner, agreeable to Mr. Horton himself, the society 
can record their grateful scnse of the benefits conferred on 
the scciety, the profession, and the town, by his long-con- 
tinved aod successful labours in the increase, arrangements, 
and ca ning the library.” 

Mr, G,J.Jounson seconded the resolution, speaking in 
the highest terms of the services of Mr. Horton, who, ho said, 
had made their library the finest out of London. The motion 
was cordially agreed to, and 

Mr, Hoxton, in expressing his acknowledgments, referred 
to the assistance he had received in the compilation of the 
subject-index {rom his partner, Mr. E. H. Lee. 

Mr, J, BE. Deaxiw moved as a recommendation to the com- 
mittee to consider whe'her tome action should not be taken to 
enable solicitors to enforce the retura of fees paid to counsel 
= Sane of the work undertaken, bat not performed by 


Mr. T, G, Lex seconded the motion, but 

Mr. G, J. Jommsom advised them not to take up the 
matter unless they were prepared to go to the root of the 
evil and urge the total revision of the existing understanding, 
making arr ts between barristers and those by whom 
a7 were instructed of the nature of an ordinary oontract, 
with the usual responsibilitios for non-fu'filment, 











ll i eo Sey eae 


a rw Ss 





a 


_ Ee. 





261 








Upon the suggestion of the Cuainuan ani other gentle- 
~men, who promised that the committea would take the 
question into consideration, the motion was withdrawn. 

The election of membeis upon the committee concladed 
the proceedings. 

After the conclusion of the meeting a telegram was re- 
ceived from the Incorporated Law Soci:tv stating that the 
gold medal prize had been awarded to Mz. George Francis 
Huggins and Mr. Arthur Leslie Crockford, bracketted equal. 





The following are extrec:s from the rejort of the com- 
‘mittee :— 

Members.—Your committee report a satis‘ac‘ory progress 
“in the prosperity of the society, the number of members now 
‘being 217 as against 206 for the year 1880. 

Parliamentary.—The Bills introduced by the late Govern- 
‘ment before the dissolution—viz., the Settled Land Bill, 

the Conveyancing and Law of Property Bill, and the 
Solicitors’ Remuneration Bill—were considered by your com- 
mittee, bat betore any action was determined upon Parlia- 
“ment was dissolved. The measures were reintrodaced into 
the House of Lords on the assembly of the new Parliament, 
ut it soon became evident that there would be no legislation 
with reference thereto in the then session. 

Professional Remuneration—This question has received 
-considerable attention from your committee, who are pre- 
fared to co-operate in any movement to give effect to the 
principle of remuneration by commission, believing that any 
—- to the profession in the scale adopted would soon be 
welieved. 

Bankruptey.—The attention of your committee was 
-directed to the Bill iotroduced by the late Government, but 
the measure was not taken up by the preseat Government 
in the late session. Toe legislation promised for the pre- 
sent session will at once be coasidered by your com- 
amittee. 

Administration of Justice. —On the request of the Liver- 
spool Law Society your vice-president, Mr. Sauaders, with 
Mr. Martineau, attended, as a deputation from your com- 
mittee, at a conference at Liverpool upon this important sub- 
ject, the law societies of Manchester and Newcastle-on- 
Tyne being also represented. The following resolutions 
were adopted at this meetinz, and the same are to be taken 
into consideration at a further confere: ce of representatives 
to a meeting of the Associated Proviacial Law Societies, con- 
~vened for the 22nd of January instan: :— 

1, The inadequacy of the present arrangements for the 
trial of causes in the large centres of population has long 
deen admitted. The causes of this state of things have been 
€ully stated on previous occasions, and it is unnecessary now 
to do more than shortly to recapitulate them. 

2. The opportunities for the trial of causes are not suf- 
ficiently numerous, and this leads to accumulation of busi- 
ness at the ass'zes now held. The time allowed at the assizes 
for disposing of the civil business is insufficient, aad 
this causes srrangements of the most inconvenient kind 
to be made for the dispatch of business. The trial of causes 
ds unduly hurried, and questions of law arising oa trials, 
instead of being decided, as they ought to ba, after arga- 
ment, by the judge during the siting, are postponed for 
argument pot decision in London at some subsequent 
period, thus greatly increasing the expens2s. 

3. The consequences to the public interested are that the 
decisions of questions of great importance are ofter unduly 
delayed ; that causes, if tried at all, are frequently disposed 
of ander conditions of haste and pressure which are very 
unsatisfactory ; that causes which both parties desire to 
have tried, aud iu the preparation of whioh for trial great 
trouble and expense have been inoarred, are, against thair 
wieh, and ander the alternatizo of being made remanets to 
‘@ subsequent agaize, either re‘erred to arbitration, which 
simply means the waste of the money spent in preparing 
for trial, aud the adoption of a method of decision almost 
invariably tedious, costly, and distasteful to the parties coas 
eerned, or compromise, equally distasteful to them, on 
terms whioh might aa well have been arranged before the 


expense and trouble of getting up the oase for trial had 
‘deen inourred 


4. For these grievances the moat effectual remedy would 
@eem to be the adoption of the aystem advooated by the 
present Attorney-General in the House of Commons, on 
vthe Qlet of Maroh, 1879—via,, the establishment of local 


centres of the High Court of Jas‘ice, with continuous 
sittings at sach centres, for the trial of all causes arisiog 
within the districts attached to them. 

5. It is suggested that Liverpoo!, Manchester, Leeds, 
and Birmiogham should be constitated local centres, with 
proper districts allotted to them, and that at each local 
centre, subject to arrangenents for reasonable 
and perhaps for occasional sittings for criminal business, a 
jadge of the High Court should be continu usly engaged 
in disposing of all civil actions srising within the district. 

6. It is not contemplated or desired that jadges should 
reside permanently at local centres. The rotation in 
which they would attend, and the reriod duriog which the 
rotation judge would remain at the local centre, are 
matters which could best be arranged by the judges 
selves with reference to their other engagements. 

7. All questions of law arising on the trial of any 
ection shoald be decided withoat delay a* the local 
centre by the judge before whom the action is trieJ. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 
Frivat Examtsatioss, 1880. 
Special Prizes. 

Reardon Priz2.—To Charles Thwaites, who, from among 
the candidates during the year 1880, has shown himeelf best 
acquaint :d with the theory, principies, ani practice ef the 
law, and attained honorary distinction, the council have 
awarded to bim the prize foundei by Miss Ellen Reardon, in 
memory of the connection of her father, Mr. Daniel Reardon, 
of London, with the legal profession. Mr. Thwaites served 
his clerkship with Mr. Frederick Wm. Fisher, of Doncaster ; 
and Messrs. Van Sandan & Camming, of London, aed ob- 
tained a prize in June, 1880. 

Timpron Martin Prize for candiJates from Liveroool.— 
To Walter Herbert Cowl, who, from among the candi- 
dates from Liverpool in the year 1880 passed the best 
examination, and who attained honorary distinction, the 
council have awarded the prize, consisting of a gold medal. 
founded by Mr. Timpron Martin, cf Liverpool. Mr. Cowl 
served his clerkship with Mr. Arthur Edwin Cowl, of Live-- 
pool and Great Yarmouth, and cbtained a prize in Jane, 
1880. 

Atkinson Prize for candidates from Liverpool or Prestea.— 
To Walter Herbert Cowl, who, from among the candidates 
from Liverpool or Preston in the year 1380 has shown 
himself best acquainted with the law of real property and 
the practice of conveyancing, his otherwise passed a satis- 
factory examication, and has attained honorary distinetior, 
the council have awarded the prize, consisting of a gold 
medal, founded by Mr. Joha Atkieson, of Liverpool. Mr. 
Cow! served his clerkship with Mr. Arthar Edwin Cowl, cf 
Liverpool and Great Yarmouth, and odtaimed a prize ia 
June, 1880. 

Broderip Prize for real — 4 and Ree gates 
open to all candidates).—Charles Thwaites, baving, among 
Na candidates in the year 1880 shown bimeelf best ac 
quainted with the law of real property and the practice of 
conveyancing, baving passed a satisfactory examination, 
and haviag attained honorary distiection, the council have 
awarded to him the pris», consisting ef a god medal, 
founded by Mr. Frane’s Broterip, ef Lincola’sian. Mr. 
Thwaites served his clerkship «Ph Mr. Frederick Wa. 
Misher, of Doncaster; and Messrs. Van Sandae & Camaming, 
of London, and obtaine! a prize ia Jana, 1882. 

Soott Scholarship (open to all candidates) —Charkes 
Thwaites being, in the opisiea of the council, the candi- 
date best acquainted with the theory, prieciples amd prec 
tice of law, they have awarded to him te i 

fonaded by Mr. Joba Soort, of Lincola’sien-fielda EToa- 
don, Mr. Tawaites served his clerkship with Mr. Frederick 
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ford obtained a prize in November, and Mr. Huggias ob- 
tained a prize in April of that year. Mr. Crockford served 
his c'erkskip with Messrs. Johnson, Barclay, & Johnson, of 
Birmingham ; and Messrs. Burton, Yea‘es, & Hart, of Lon- 
don. Mr, Huggins served his clerkship with Messrs. Row- 
lands, Bagnall, & Co , of Birmingham, 

Heelis Prize candidates from Manchester or Salford. —To 
James Douglas, who from among the candidates from Man- 
chester or Salford in-the year 1880 passed the best examin- 
ation, and who attained honorary distinction, the council 
have awarded the prize, consisting df a gold medal, founded 
in memory of the Jate Mr. Stephen Heelis, of Manchester. Mr. 
Douglas served bis clerkship with Messrs, Lingards & Newby 
of Manchester; anid M-ssr:. Cunliffe, Beaumont, & Daven- 
port, of London, and obtained a prize in June, 1880. 





5 LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, 

Tuesday, February 1, 1881.—Mr. Bartlett ia the chair.— 
Mr. S. T. Biggs and Mr. Thornton Toozgood were elected 
membere. The adjourned de>a‘e on tho question, ‘‘ Is 
the policy of the Ministry as foreshadowed in the Queen's 
Speech satisfactory ?”’ was continued by Messrs. Hutton, 
Bower, C. E. Barry, and Vaa Sommer in the negative, 
and by Messrs. W. F. Burry, Kirk, and F. J. Green in 
the affirmative. Mr. Napier having replied, the question, 
on being put to the society, was carried in the affirmative, 
by the casting vote of the chairman. 





UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s-inn on 
Wednesday eveniog, February 2, Mr. A. D, Maclaren in the 
ehair. Tue following gentlemen wer: elected as members of the 
society—namely, Messrs. G. TP. Symes, C. J. Lawrence, and 
P. H. White, and Mr. F, O. Edlin was elected as secretary 
for the societies ia union. Mr. W. Dowson announced that 
the James Priz: had been adjudged by Mr. E. Clarke, Q.C., 
to Mr. E. P. Riiley. The society was occupisd with the dis- 
cussion of private business until a late hour, when the motion 
on the paper, “ That it is to the interest of the public that 
severer restrictions should be put upon admission to the 
learned professions,” was adjourned uatil the first meeting of 
the society in March. 

A meeting of the socisty will be held oa Monday, February 
7, at the Law Iostitation, when Mr. E. L2 Breton will open 
the question for discussion, “Was the case of Angus v. 
Dalton rightly decided ?” 





MANCHESTER LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The eighth meeting of the session was held on Tuesday, 
February 1, at the Law Library, Cross-street chambers, at 6.30 
o'clock, when the chair was taken by W. Cobbett, Esq., 
solicitor. The following was the subject for discussion :— 
‘* The owner of a lawn-mower exhibits it in proper working 
order in a public market for sale, and leaves it for a few 
minutes. During his absence some children play with the 
machine, and one gets injured. Is the owner liable for the 
injary done tothe child?” Mr. Birch opened in the affirmative, 
whilst Mr. Lowndes supported the negative. After an 
animated debat, in which, additionally to those before 
mentioned, Messrs, Rayn-r, Price, Butcber, Rycroft, Hislop, 
Norton, Ellison, and Coward took part, the opener replied, 
and the learned chairman summed up in favour of the negative 
contention, when the question was so decided by the society. 
Messrs. Abell and Branthwaire were elected ordinary members 
of the snciety. A vote of thauks to the chairman concluded 
the evening’s proceedings. 





BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, 


The thirty-fourth annual meeting and dinner in connec- 
tion with the Birmingham Law Students’ Society were held 
on Wednesday evening, at the Grand Hotel. Mr. J, 
Morrenam, Q.C., judge of the county court, presided ; and 
there was a good attendance. The usual loyal toasts were 
proposed by the Paestpent ; after which 

Mr. O'Connor read the report of the committee, which 
showed that during the year 6 h members had joined 
the society and 10 had left. The number of honorary 
members was 227, against 220 last year. Daring the year 16 
new ordinary members joined the society, 11 were admitted 


solicitors, and thus would become honorary members, while 


11 ceased to be members of the society. The numbr of 
ordinary members was 81, against 87 last year; and the tota) 
number 6f members of the society was 309, being comprised. 
of 15 barristers, 212 solicitors, and 82 bar students and. 
articled clerks —Mr. Barrows real the treasurer's report, 

which showed the receipts to have been £162 11s, 1}d, and 
the expenditure £82 23. 0}4., leaving a favourable balance of 
£80 93, 1d, —Theo reports were un mimously adopted, the re- 

sult of the election of the committee for the ensuing year was. 
announced, and the annual essay and lecture prizes were pre- 
sented. 

The Presipent then delivered an address, in which he 
spoke of the many changes in the law which had taken place 
within the last. twenty years—changes which in many 
respects, although not in all, had been very beneficial in 
their results. “Tha distinction between law and equity no 
longer existed, the Judicature Act had broken it down, and 
‘law and equity could now be administered by the same 
judge in the same court. The present Lord Chancellor 
and Lord Cairns had brought about « great many reforms. 
in the laws of the country, and although the changes had not 
at present produced absolutely beneficial results, yet the im- 
perfections would undoubtedly in time be removed. He 
next called attention to the amazing and almost incredible 
increase of litigation within the last forty years, although 
the number of the courts and jadges had been increased. 
The arrears in the courts were enormous, aud the country 
was crying out for redress. Had it not been for the crea- 
tion of county courts in 1846, aud the extension of the 
jurisdiction, it was scarcely possible to conceive what would 
have been the state of things which must have existed 
owing to the inefficient legal machinery which was engaged 
in the performance of the work which devolved upon the 
courts. In 1878, the amount for which plaints were entered: 
was £3,464,750, and the work necessarily attendant upon. 
those plaints would have fallen in a great measure upon. 
the High Courts, had it not been for the establishment of 
the county courts, In 1878 the county courts tried—over 
and above what he had referred to—more than 1,200 
causes, the whole of which, had it not been for the extended 
jurisdiction given them, must have been tried by the High. 
Courts, inasmuch as two-thirds of the causes were for 
sums between £20 and £50, and the remaining one-third: 
were for sums exceeding £50. In conclusion, he pointed 
out that it was necessary the work of she judges should be 
lightened as much as possible, and then he proposed * The 
Birmingham Law Students’ Society.” 

Mr. O'Connor responded, and 

Mr. Lowe gave ** The Bench and the Bar,” to which Mr.. 
J. M. Neate replied. 

Mr. Luptow gave “ The Birmingham Law Society,” and 
Mr. Saunpers responded. 

The last toast was the health of “ The President,” which 
was proposed by Mr. Rocers, 





GRAY’S INN MOOT SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society took place in Gray’s-inn- 
Hall, on Thursday evening. the 20th ult., before J. A. 
Russell, Esq., Q.C., a8 president. The question for discus- 
sion was as follows:— Supposing the case of Sullivan v. 
Mitcalfe and others (L, R.6 C. P. D.), to be carried by appeal. 
to the House of Lords, what order ought the House to make 
on the hearing of the appeal?” The appellants from the- 
decision of the court below were represented by Mr. H. 
Elcum, barrister, of Gray's-inn, and Mr. E. C. Robin- 
sop, student, of Gray's-inn. ‘The respondents were 
represented by Mr. A, A. Pranckerd, barrister, of Lincoln’s- 
ino, and Mr, C. A. V. Conybeare, student, of Gray's-inn.. 
The meeting was largely attended by members of the other 
Innsof Court, The dhe president confirmed the decision 
of the Court of Appeal. 

The second meeting of the term was held in Gray's-inn 
Hall, oa Tuesday, 25th ult., when John Pearson, Heq., Q.C., 
presided. The parties to the question in issue (involving. 
some difficult points of equity practice) were represented: 
by Mr. E. H. Pickersgill, studeit, Inner Tom and Mr. 
nf Clayton, stadeut, Gray’s-inn, forthe plain and rs 
Mr. A, B. Ingpen, barrister, Middle Terople, oan Mr. E.. 
Beddy, student, Gray’s-inn, for the defendants. Judgment 


in favour of the latter. 
The ennual meeting of the society was held on. 





Thursday evening, the 27th of January, when the follow- 
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ing gentiemen were elected t> act as seeretaries for the 
ensuing year, Mr, C. A. Vansittart Conybeare, barrister, 
Gray’s-inn ; Mr. F. B. de M. Gibbons, student, Gray’s-inn ; 
Mr. E. C. Robinsor, barrister, Gray’s-inn; Mr. E. H. Pickers- 
a student, Inner Temple; Mr. A. R. Ingpen, barrister, 

ang Temple ; and Mr. A. A. Pranckerd, barrister, Lin- 





LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Henry Mason Bompas, Q.C., Sir Henry Taurston 
Hotianp, Baronet, M.P., and Mr. Atrrep Waker Simp- 
SON M onerg - of Scarborough) hive b2en elected Benchers of 
the Inner Temple. 


Mr. Gzorce SuHozrto Douctas Mvueray, barrister, has 
been appointed an Assistant Commissioner under the En- 
dowed Schools Act. Mr. Murray was educated at Wadham 
College, Oxford, where he graduated second class in classics 
in 1866, and he was af‘erwards elected a senior student of 
Christ Church. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-ina 
in November, 1875. 


Mr. Sypyey Georce RarcuiFr, solicitor (of the firm of 
Ratcliff & Son), of 32, New Broad-: tceet, bas been appointed 
a Commissioner to administer Oa'h: in the Supreme Court 
of Judicature. 

Mr. Jouy Svort, barrister, has been appointed European 
Vice-President of the International Court of Appeal in 
Egypt. Mr. Scott isa gradnate of Pembroke College, Ox- 
ford, and he was cal'ed to the bar at the Inner Temple in 
Michaelmas Term, 1865. He formerly practised on the 
Northera Circuit. 

Mr. Jonn Knox WEATHERHEAD, solicitor (of the frm of 
Sanderson & Weatherhead), of Berwick-upon-Tweed, has 
been appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the 
Acknowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for the 
County of Northumberland and the County and Town of Ber- 
wick-upon-T weed, 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 
Joint Stock Companies. 


LrMrtEep tn CHANCERY. 


Guawyraron Iron anv Tinetats Company, Lo«itep.—Petition 
for Minar & », presented Jan 24, directed to be heard before the 
M.R. on Feb 5. ll and Co, Bow churchyard, agents for Linton 
and Kenshole, Aberdare, solicitors for the petitioner 

Gerrineton State Quarries, Ltxrrep.—Petition for winding up, 

resented Jan 24, directed to be heard before the V.C.M on ¢eb 
1, Chapman and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, solicitors for the peti- 


tioner 
Hartneroots NewsParer AND Printing Company, LiIMrrep.— 
Petition for winding up, presented Jan 25, di to be heard 
before the V.C.B. on Feb 5. Rowley and Co, Great Winchester st 
bldgs, agents for Hall and Co, Manchester, solicitors for the 


ner 

Hvewes’s Locomotives anp Tramway Exaruya Works, Luwirep.— 
Petition for winding up, presented Jan 24, directed to be heard 
before the V.C.M.on Feb 4. Webb, Queen Victoria st, solicitor 
for the petitioners Me He 

H. A. Brown awp Company, Liuirsp.—Petition for winding up, 

resented Jan 25, directed to be heard before the V.C.H. on 
b 11, Burns, Clement’s lane, petitioner — 

Lonwpon ARRATED AND Mriverat Waters Company, Liwitep.— 
By an order made by the M.R. dated Jan 15 it was ordered that the 
com be wound up, and that William a, the provisional 
official liquidator, be continued till an official liquidator be ap- 

inted, Chinery and Co, Fenchurch st, solicitors for the peti- 
y 


Taturnons Company, Lurrrxp.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Jan 22, directed to be heard befora the M.R. cn Feb 12, 
Linklater and Co, Walbrook, solicitors for the petitioner 

( Gasetie, Jan, 38.) 


Bagwortn Coutmery Company, Lorrrep.—Petition for winding up 
nted Jan 28, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Feb 12. 
and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, agents for Deane and Hands, 

reugh, solicitors for the petitioner 

Co-orgrativs Founpry anp Briupexs’ Screty anno Anvanor 

Assocratioy, Lrmrrep.—Tho V.C.H. has by an 
ted John Chad Moorgate st, to 
thei a ana addresees “und “th on dailies of temic Goose 
r names an an C) jculars or 
claims to the above. Mar 17 at 2 is appointed for hearing and ad- 
judicating upon the debts and claims 





Ecciesnitn Worstep Mitt Compayy, Lowirep.— an order 
made by the M.R., dated Jan. 22, it was 
be wound up. Paterson i 
Gardiner and Ji . Bradf 

Eptson TeLePHoye Company or Lonpon, Liwtrep.—By an order 
made by the M.R., Jan 22, it was that the 
peveentae, Freshfields and Williams, Bank Dldge, solicitors 

‘or er 

Loxpon AERATED AND Mineras Waters Company, Laxurrep.— 
The M.R. has fixed Feb 10 at 12 at his chambers for the 

8 “7 by oe L Petition for winding 
ANDERSON AND ComPANY, Luowrrep.— or wi be pre- 
Tayeon endl Saoquen, Ely. pl. agente for Whisley, apa Whisiay, 

pl, agents for i itley, 

Berean, ak Ouume and Sunderland, joint solicitors for the 
petitioners 

Writiuam Leverr ayp Compayy, Lowrrep.—Creditors of the above- 
named company are uired, on or before Feb 24 to send their 
names and addresses, and the particula~s of their debts or claims 
to James Worley, Leadenhall st. Mar 1 at 12 is appointed for 
hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

[ Gazette, Feb. 1.} 


Unurrrep rs Caancery. 


TorsHam, Woopzcury, anp Lympstoys Warerworxs ComPpayy.— 
The M.R. has by an order dated Dec 11 appointed Henry Brown, 
Westminster chambers, Victoria st, to be i i 
Creditors are required, on or before Feb 24, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to. the 


above. 
| Gazette, Jan. 23] 


STawyarres OF CORNWALL, 


Fortescue (StanyiGwiy) Native Trx, Copper, Stivers, awp Ag- 
sENIC Company, Luwitep.—Petition for winding up, presented 
Jan 24, directed to be heard before the Vice-Warden at the Prince’s 
Hall, Truro, Feb 23 at 11. Affidavits intended to be used at the 
hearing in opposition to the petition must be filed at the registrar’s 
office, Truro, on or before Feb 21, and notice thereof must at the 
same time be given to the petitioners, their solicitors, or their 
agents. Hodge and Co, Truro, agents for Paige and Co, Redruth, . 


Petitioners’ solicitors 
(Gazette, Jan 23.] 


Fatierp.y Societies Dissonvep. 


Frrenptxy Union Benxrit Society, Southwark Chapel, Long- 
lane, Bermondsey. Jan 25 

Loyat Pezt Lopes or Opp Fettows’ Frrexpix Socurety, Corn- 
hill, Wolverhampton, Stafford. Jan 24 

Sovrn Drvon, Cornwatt, ayp Wxst Comnwatt Rarttwars’ Ix- 
sagan a AND SuPerannvation Funp, P’ Devon, Jan 
2 

Sovra Dsvonx, CorywaLt, anp Wrst Corswatt Ramwars’ 
Provipent Socierr, Plymouth, Devon. Jan 

( Gazette, Jan. 23.] 








THE COUNCIL OF JUDGES. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE ACT, 1873.. 


Minutes (presented to Parliament) of the 3 of 
a Council of the Judges of the Sapreme Coat cl Toe. 
tare, daly assembled at her Majesty’s Palace of West- 
minater on the 27th day of November, 1880, pursuant te 
the Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873, seotion 75, 
and continued by adjournment on the 29th of the same- 
month. 

Present :—The Lord Chancellor (in the chair); the 
Master of the Rolle, Lord Justice James, Lord Jastice- 
Brett, Lord Justice Lash, Vice-Chancellor Bacon, Sir 
James Hannen, Mr. Justice Denman, Mr. Jastice Field, Sir 
Robert Phillimore, Mr. Jastice Hawkivs, Mr. Justice Fry, 
Mr. Justice Bowen, Lord Coleri Lord Justice Baggal. 
lay, Lord Justice Cotton, Vice-Chancellor Malins, Vice- 
Chancellor Hall, Mr. Justice Grove, Mr. Barom Pollock, Mr. - 
Justice Lindley, Mr. Justice Manisty, Mr. Justice Lopes,. 
Mr. Justice Stephen, Mr. Justice Williams. 

It was proposed by the Lord Chancellor :—That a 
report be humbly made and sabmitted to her Ma 
by this Council of Jadges, pursuant to the Sapreme 
of Judicature Act, 1873, section 52, to the following 
effect :—(Postponed till after the i ion of the 
subsequent resolutions, and then carried without a divi- 


sion). 

Moved by the Lord Chancellor:—(A.) That in the i ag 
of this Coancil of J it is expedient that the number of 
the divisions of her Majesty's High Court of Justice be 
reduced by the consolidation and union in one division of 
all the judges now attached bag, sane 4 to the Queen's 
Bench Division, the Common Division, and the 
Exchequer Division. . 

To which an amendment was moved by Mr. Justice Lopes. 
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-as follows :—'That it is not desirable that the judges should 

~vute on the resolutions of the Lord Chancellor until they 
have tefore them theentire scheme for the management of 
the business of the High Court incidental to the changes 
proposed by the resolutions. 

Upon a division there voted for the amendment—Wao. 
Baliol Brett, F. Hawkins, George Denman, J. F. Stephen, 
-Jaxes Hannen, H. Manisty, Henry C. Lopes. 

And against it :—Selborne, C., Coleridge, R. Baggallay, 
‘Robt. Lusb, James Bacon, C. E. Pollock, Nathl. Liadley, 
Edw. Fry, Watkin Williams, G. Jessel, M.R., W. M. James, 
Henry Cotton, Richd. Mulins, Charles Hail, William V. 
Field, Char'es Bowen. 

A division being taken upon the original resolution (A.), 
there voted for the resolution—Selborne, C., Coleridge, R. 
Baggallay, Henry Cotton, Richd. Malins, Charles Hall, 
William V. Field, Robert J. Phillimore, Charles Bowen, 
G. Jessel, M.R., W. M. James, Wm. Baliol Brett, Robt. 
Lusb, James Bacon, C. E. Pollock, Nath). Lindley, Edw. 
‘Fry, Watkin Williame. 

And against it—James Hannen, George Denman, H. 
«Hawkins, W. R. Grove, H. Manisty, Henry C. Loper, J. F. 
Stephen. 

The Lord Chancellor moved :—(B.) That the Lord Chief 
Justice of England be the president of the division to be 
so formed by such consolidation and union.—Agreed to 
vwithout a division. 

The Lord Chancellor moved:—(C.) That the division to 
‘be so formed be called the Queen’s Bench Division. 
—Agnzeed to without a d vicion. 

The Lcrd Chancellor moved :—(D.) That all causes and 
«matters which, at the time when avy Order in Council for 
the purpose of carrying these recommendations into effect 
shall come into operation, may be pending in any of the 
three divisions to be so united avd consvlidated, be trans- 
ferred to the Queen’s Bench Division, to be so formed 
as afoiesaid, and that all proceedings of every kind which 
may be then pending in any such causes or matters be 
continued, carried on, and completed in the Queen’s Bench 
Division to be so formed as aforesaid, in the same manner 
in all respects as they would bave been in the division to 
which they were previously assigned, if the same had not 
been united or consolidated with such other two divisions 
as aforesaid.—Agreed to without a division. 

The Lord Chancellor moved :—(E.) That oll matters or 
other proceedings which by or under the Supreme Court of 
Judieature Act, 1872, or any Act amending the same, or 
any rule or order made pursuant thereto, bave been or are 
Assigned to the Queen’s Bench Divis‘on, the Common Pleas 
Division, and the Exchequer Division respectively of her 

Majesty’s High Court of Justice, be, from and after the 
time when such Order in Council as aforesaid shall take 
effect, assigned to the Queen's Bench Division, t2 be formed 
by such con<olidation and union as aforesaid.—Agreed to 
‘without a division. 

The Lord Chancellor moved:—(F.) That the office of 
Lord Chief Baron being now vacant, that office be reduced 
to un equality with the offices of the other judges of her 
Majesty's High Court of Justice who are not ex officio 

_ judges of her Majesty’s Court of Appeal, by the abolition of 
the rank and title of Lord Chief Baron of the Ex. 
chequer, end of all other distinctions between the office of 
any judge who may be heresfter appointed to fill the place 
io the said High Court of Justice now vacant by the death 
ofthe late Lord Chief Baron of the Exchequer and the 
offices of the other judges of the said High Court of Justice 
who are not ez officio judges of her Majesty’s High Court of 
Appeal, and between the salary, pensions, and patronage 
attached to such office, aud the salaries, pensions, and pat- 
ronage of such other judges of the eaid High Court of Jus. 
tice as aforesaid. 

Upon a division there voted for the resolution :—Selborne, 
C, Coleridge, R. Baggallay, Henry Cotton, Richd, Malins, 
Ch ries Hall, C. E. Pollock, Nathl. Lindley, H. Hawkins, 
Faw, Fry, G. Jessel, M.R., W.M. James, Wm. Baliol 
Brett, Robt. Lust, James Bacon, W. R. Grove, William 
nf Field, Robert J. Phillimore, Henry C, Lopes, Charles 

owen. 

And agaicst it—James Hannen, H. Manisty, George 
Denman, J. ¥. Stephen, Watkin Williams, 

Moved by the Lord Chancellor :—(G.) That upon the 


vacancy in the office of Lord Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas, now about to take place by the promotion of the pre- 


| sent Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas (of which her 


Majesty has been graciously pleased to approve) to the office 
of Lord Chief Justice of England, the office which will so 
become vacant be reduced to an equality with the offices of 
the other judges of her Majesty’s High Court of Justice who 
are not ex officio judges of her Majesty’s Court of Appeal, by 
the abolition of the rank and title of Lord Chief Justice of 
the Common Pleas, and of all other distinctions between the 
office of any judge who may be hereafter appointed to fill 
the place in the said High Court of Justice now about to 
be vacated as aforesaid and the offices of the other judges 
of the said High Court of Justice who are not ex officio 
jadges of her Majesty’s Court of Appeal, and between the 
salary, pension, and patronage attached to such office, and 
the salaries, pensions, and patronage of such other judges 
of the said High Court of Justice as aforesaid. 

Upon a division there voted for the resolation—Selborne, 
C., Coleridge, R. Baggallay, Henry Cotton, Richd. Malins, 
Charles Hall, C. EB. Pollock, Nath]. Lindley, H. Hawkins, 
Edw. Fry, G. Jessel, M.R.. W. M. James, Wm. Baliol 
Brett, Robt. Lush, James Bacon, W. R. Grove, William V. 
Field, Robert J. Phillimore, Henry OC. Lopes, Charles 
‘Bowen. 

And against it—James Haunen, H. Manisty, George 
Denman, J. F. Stephen, Watkin Williams. 

The Lord Chancellor moved :—(H.) That it be humbly 
recommended by this Council of Jadges to her Majesty 
that an Order in Council be mado by her Majesty, if her 
Majesty sball so please, for the purpose of carrying this 
report, and the recommendations therein contained, into 
effect, in the manner provided for by the Supreme Court 
of Jadicature Act, 1873, section 32. 

Upona division there voted for the resolution—Selborne, 
C., Coleridge, R. Baggallay, Henry Cotton, Richd. Malins, 
Charles Hall, William V. Field, Robert J. Phillimore, 
Charles Bowen, G. Jessel, M.R.. W. M. James, Wm. 
Baliol Brett, Robt. Lush, James Bacon, C. E. Pollock, 
Nath]. Lindley, Edw. Fry, Watkin Williams. 

And against it—James Hunnen, George Denman, H. Haw. 
kins, W. R. Grove, against so fur only as relates to resolu- 
tion A.; H. Manisty, Henry C. Lopes, J. F. Stephen. 





a= 





The re-arrangement of the police-courts within the 
metropolitan district has been for some time under the 
consideration of the H>me Secretary and his advisers, in 
order to meet the changes in the public requirements con- 
sequent on the increase of the population, the growth of new 
suburbs, and other circumstances, Primarily it has been re- 
presented that two vew courts are much needed, one at the 
eattern extremity of London, either in Hackney or Stratford, 
and the other in the opposite direction, somewhere about 
Clapham Junction. It was thought that tha great iacrease 
in the assessment of the metropolis would have supported 
these two additional courts, each with its staff of magistrates 
and clerks, but the sanction of the Home Office could not be 
obtained, and Sir James Ingham, the chief magist:ate, and 
his colleagues have been further deliberating with a view of 
meeting the difficulty without increase of expenditure, The 
two new courts are deemed indispen able, and it is, there- 
fore, now proposed that they shall be provided, the one at 
Hackney, partly to relieve the Thames and adjacent districts, 
and to absorb Stratford, which is at present under the county 
justices ; the other at Clapham Junction for the service of 
the large and increasing locality beyond Lambeth, an 
arrangement also being contemplated to include in one or 
other of the routhern districts the town of Croydon. To 
meet the cost of maintaining these two new courts, it is pro- 
ye to abolish three of the exis'ing courts—Westminster, 
Southwark, and Greenwich—an‘ establish one more new one 
in a central situation at Southwurk-park. The business at 
Westminster and Southwark courts is represented as declin- 
ing, and it is thought that the work may be transferred to 
Lambeth, Bow-street, and the new district at Southwark- 
park. This last-named district would include Deptford 
and Greenwich, and all the ground between Charlton and 
London-bridge, The Home Secretary has called for reports 
on the subject from the superintendents and inspectors of 
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CREDITORS’ CLAIMS. 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Barker CHARLES, Barnes, Market Gardener. Feb 18. Turner v 
~R. Piesse, Old Jewry chmbrs 
CuaGErr, Carottnz, Abbey rd, St Pag Wood. Mar 1. Clagett 
vc Lockwood v layton, V.C. Hall. Farrar and Farrar, 

W be pl. Doctors’ commons 

Dseysien, Grorce Suarpr, Penzance. Feb15. Couch v Denbigh, 

er tae Nicholas Lombard st, Re 
uNN, JosrPpH GovuLpING, Nicho! passage, m 8t, - 
freshment H. House Keeper. Feb 18, Dunn vy Dunn,M.R. Buxton, 
Abchurch lane 

Forrest, Josreu, Latchford, Chester, Miller. Mar 1. Forrest v 
Balshaw, V.C. Hall. Kirkconel, Warrington 

Mrppizton, James ALFRED, Gravesend, Comedian. Feb 21. Rogers 
v Hannaford, V.C. Malins. Fv onetaeane Gravesend 


NEWMAN, THox as, Coventry, Stonemason. Feb 21. Cole vy Arch, 
V.C. Hall. Goate, Coven 
a, goa, © Cooper's eat icensed a Feb 28. Darke 
besiege =m , Gray’s inn 


Beoneaxp, nlhteig Sonpenene Ole by, Yeoman. Feb 
19. Shemwell v Stoppard, V.C. 7 A ‘Blok, > Onesterfela 
Witpr, Epwarp, Sandyford, Stafford, Farmer. Feb 19. Blakeman, 
v Pritchard, V.C. Malins Robinson, Eccleshall 
(Gazette, Jan. 21.] 


Gairritus, Jonn, Liwyncelyn, Carmarthen, Farmer. Feb 12. 
Griffiths v Phillips, V.C. Bacon. Rees, Llanelly 

Hancock, Joun, Glapthorne, grea "yermer. Feb 24. 
Hancock v Hancock, M.R. Law, 

Hupson, WILtraM, Brighton, Gent; jeune goo Bedford ~~ 
Holborn, Surgeon; and Mary ANN on Hollywood ra, 
hamrd. Feb 25. Hudson v Barker, V.C. C. Malins, May, Golden 
sq, St James’ 

Lanestarr, Rosert, Exelby, nr Bedale, York, Butcher. Feb 21, 
Lightfoot v Langstaff, V.C. Hall. Teale, Leyburu 

Roose, MARGARET, Frond eAmiwohe Anglesey. Feb 22. Evansv 
Williamson, M.R. Griffith, Ho lyhead 

— Joun, Shurlington, Gloucester, Farmer. Feb 26, Holliday v 

r, V.C. Malins.. Jessop, Cheltenham 

Wiiiae, Epwiy, Sun usic Hall, Knightsbridge, Licensed 

Victualler, Feb 22, Taylor v W illiams, M.R. Wise, Bristol 
[ Gazette, Jan. 25.) 





CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP. 25. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Barrett, Henry, Surbiton, Surrey, Founder. Feb 28. Ashby, 
Queen Victoria st 
Borromisex, Mary, Huddersfield. March 1. Bottomley, Hudders- 
field 
Brewix, Martua, Cirencester, Gloucester. Feb 15. Lawrence and 
Ha: 


ni 
field, Bury, L ter. Feb 28. Grandy, Bury 
‘Exizabete Lovisa CHALMERS, JOHN EDWARD 

bion rd, Hammersmith. March 31. Mason, 


, Cire 
Cass, Aticr, Li 
CHALMERS, J oun, Ei 
Cuatmers, Esq, 
Regent st 
CunninGton, Josern, Great Stukeley, Huntingdon, Retired Farmer. 
March 1. J ennings and Co, Burton-on-Trent 
DivnaM, ees Wellington, Somerset. Feb 28. Hanbury and Co, 
New Broad st 
Hore, ANNE OrForD, Sudbury bi Harrow-on-the-Hill. Feb 19. 
Lingard and Newby, Manches' 
Hveuss, — Henry, Mangotsfeld, Gloucester, Gent. Feb 12. 
Batt, Bristo’ 
MN Harriet, Whitstable, Kent, Feb 21, Furley, Canterbury 
Nickson, Mary, Wrexham, Denbigh. Feb 1. Jones and Co, Liver 
i 


pliete, Samvet, Burslem, Stafford, Wine Merchant. Feb li. 


ulian, Burslem 
PAYNE ‘Suowsa, Bickenhill, Warwick, Commission Agent. Feb 
23, Baunders and Bradbury ~~ 


Porter, Lawrence Gustavus, Eutasing, York, Gent. 
Bartlett and Atkinson, Liverpool 

Rack, Wrurtam, Darton, York, Castrator, Feb 21, Tyas and Co, 
Barnsle 

Bonouns, Ross, Bury, Lancaster, Plumber, Feb 16. Grundy, 

ur" 
Samce, Fomaemem, Roystone, York, Joiner. Feb 28, Tyas and 
Barnsle, 

Syxks, pve AG oe Bury, Lancaster, Braid Manufacturer. 
Feb 16, Grundy, B 

Srrycrr, ng tant Wincor, Preston, Lancaster, Surgeon, Mareh 
1, Fryer, Presto 

Tinks, Miry, Southport, Lancaster, April 7, Evans, Ashton- 


“under-Lyne 
Wo.steNnHOLeE, Ra, Bepere st, Sheffield, Builder, Feb 19. 


Rodgers and Co, ' Gazette, Jan, 18.) 





Apes. Goosen Ramennoons, sae Feante, Commander, H.M.'s 

ay, I. ohnsons, ak 

Bantex, Te mustess, Neweaatle-on-Tyne, Gent. Feb 23. Leadbitter 
an Newcastle-on-Tyne 

Rinehan, Cuantes, Handsworth, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. 


Baywerr, Samuun, Long Haton, Derby, Gent, Feb 25, Black, 
Carn, Isaac, Tiverton, Somerset, Esq, March 15, Moger, Bath 


7 a acti yo 2 

BERT, Maman 10, Bho hots tah, Gap Feb 17 
Tk Witt a totes Bromsgrove, Worcester, Gent. 
Tee, Tone Cesmnaate, orfolk, Shopkeeper. March 26. Palmer, 


— seees, Great Hamwell, Hertford, Plumber. March 1. 
‘oster, 


Hr, Joux, tsa Somerset, Gent, Feb 22. Gox and Kitson, 


James, Exviza, m Gran Northampton, Farmer. 

Becke and deca, Northam: = , a ag 
KeEnt, Sg a Church rd, osteitis, Gent. March 1. Emmet 
PR oe Co, Bi ogo ary sq 

LEIN, Cart Eryst Eri, Dewsbury, ‘commission Agent. 

Feb 21. Watts and Son, Dews ames: 

Lanz, WILLIAM, ant sq, Esq, March 1. Munton and Morris,. 

Queen Victoria st 
NEALE, fe ea Wittum, Linom rd, Clapham. Feb 15. Lound, 

neery 
Pansy, Ayy, Oatlands, nr Harrogate, York. Feb 20. Paley and 

Buckle, York 
Parpor, James, Halifax, Mercantile Clerk. Feb 26. Broombhead 
on Co, ooo ~ 

EARSON, WILLIAM, Tynemouth, Northumberland, Clothier. Apr 1. 
woe , Neweastle-cn-tiyne ~ —_ ms 

HILLIPSs, HENRY Pearce, Loughbo: h rd, Apr 4. 

Fielder and Sumner, Doctors? cunanan pee Pe Oe 
PLownicur, Thee Pinchheck, Lincoln, Gent. Feb 22. Bonner 

and Calthrop, Spalding 
— sen, Bury, Lancaster, Corn Merchant. Feb 2& 

rundy, 
Suriru, Martry Trcker, U; Bel st. Feb Fresh- 

fields and Williams, Bank blags Sears in ny 2 


Tartor, WILLIAM, Nottingham Gent. Feb25._ Black, Mra a 
(Gazette, Jan. 21.7 


ABRAHAM, Janz, Gloucester Hyde March1. Coburn and 
Young, ‘Leadenhall st gies, Hyde yk 
Acton, Witt1am Joy, Danes inn, Esq. March 1. Dunster, 
Cavendish sq 
ATKINSON, Pesan, Glenbrook. tere Mount, Oxton, Gent, Feb 
. Bellringer and Cu: miifte, Livery 
Boorn, Osapian, Gdaehan y Gua: Feb 28. Llewellyn 
and Ackrill, Tanstall 
Brrom, Roser, Delph, York, Woollen Manufacturer. March 7. 
Toy and Broadbent, Ashton-under-Lyne 
Carer, Lavra Srerpuens, Freemantle, Southampton. Apr 1. 
Bassett and Co, Southampton 
Cowes, WintiaM, Pemberton, Lancaster, Gent. Feb 3. Wood, 
Wigan 
Cegeres, Manx, Tillingham, Essex. Marchl0. Crickand Freeman, 
Dossox, Lyp11, York. Feb12. Wood, Pontefract 
eee Hvex, Cavendish sq, Esq. March 4. Atwell, Old 
road st 
Gopparp, Witt Grtpert, Broad Chalke, Wilts, Esq. March 10, 
Wilson and Son, Salisbury 
Hewsrr, Rey. Puri, Binstead Rectory, Isle of Wight. March 31. 
Barnes and Bernard, Finsbury circus 
Hriz, Rosext, sen, Wisbech, Cambridge, Farmer. Feb 10. Welch- 
man, Wisbech 
7. s Joux, sen, Portland pl, Solicitor. Feb25. Low, Wim- 
pole st 
Jackson, Fraxcrs, Newtown, Carlisle. Mareh 1. Bendle, Carlisie 
Kemrsetr, Jony, Winkfield, Berks, out of business, Feb 15 
Kempsell, Winktield 
Lawtoy, WrmtiaM, Barnsley, York, Colliery Proprietor. April 13. 
Dibb and Co, Barnsley 
aa Francis, Sussex pl, Regent’s pk. Minet and Co, New 
road st 
Leraver, Henry Fravxcis Saaw, Green st, Grosvenor sq. April 4. 
Farrer and Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Lewis, Grorex, Albany rd, Surrey, Furniture Dealer. Feb 21. 
Ross, Old Kent rd 
Lists, Moreay ALEXANDER, Cardiff, Ironfounder. Apr H. Jeans 
and Morgan, Manchester 
Loszpy, Amos, Leicester, Silversmith. Feb 22. Miles, Leicester 
Lywross, Mary ‘Any, Guildford, Surrey, out of business. Feb 28. 
White, Guildford 
Amen. Wim, Chesterfield, Derby, Farmer. March]. Red 


ern, Chester! 

Morais, Wruttam, Burton-on-Trent, Fruiterer. Mareh 31. Goodge 
Burton-on-Trent 

Nicouts, Exusx, New Vanbrugh terrace, Blackheath. Mareh 1. 
Mrs, Williams, Blackheath 


OLLERHEAD, Mary, Stoney Croft, Lancaster, Feb 23. Avison and 
Morton, Liverpool 

Payns, Faxpsricx, Brownhills. nr Tunstall, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb 28. Llewellyn and Ackrill, Tunstall 

Ress, Saran, Canton, Cardiff. March 1. Morris and Son, Cardi i 

Ricuaxps, Cataxerys, Lianstephan, Carmarthen. March 1. 
‘Thomas and Browne, Carmarthen . 

Scvenam, James, Fulstow, Lincoln, Gent. Feb 16, Allisons and 
Allison, Louth 





Suxuvoy, Hararerr, Wednesbury, Stafford. Feb 21, Seaman,. 
Wed Inesbury 

Tuomas, Guorex, gy a Shopkeeper. March 1. 
Thomas and Brow: 


Twowasox, Presa, Holmes Chapel, Chester, Innkeeper. Mareh 12- 

a Cheapside, Manufacturer, March 1. Wangh, 

= wee Harpenden, Hertford, M.D. Feb 21. Week, 
; (@azette, Jan. 25.) 
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LEGISLATION OF THE WEEK, 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JAN. 31.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Rivers Conservancy and Floods Prevention. 


FEB. 1.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 


Private Brtts.—Boston Dock, Hancock's Patent, 
London City Lands (Thames Embankment), London City 
Tithes Act, 1879, Extension (St. Botolph Without, Aldgate), 
Lower Thames Valley Main Sewerage Board, Nar Valley 
Drainage, North Level and Nene Outfall, Penartb, Sally 
sand Railway, Sectional or Block Buildings Manage- 
ment, &c,, Severn Navigation, Witham Drainage. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JAN. 27,~BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Rivers Floods Prevention; Local Government (Bound- 


-aries). 
BILL IN COMMITTEE. 
Burial and Registration Acts (Doubts Removal) (passed 
through committee). 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 
Bill to amend the Licensing Act, 1872, so far as relates 
to the diequalification of justices by making the disqualifi- 
cation of justices who are retailers of intoxicating drink 
Pay within the districts specified in the Act (Mr. 
Pugh). 
JULY 28.—BILL READ:A THIRD TIME. 
Judicial Committee. 
BILL READ A FIRST TIME. 


Bill for the limitation of actions for the recovery of small 
~debts in England (Lord Randolph Churchill). 








The prospectus of the ‘‘ California” Gold Mine Company 
«{Limited) has been issued. Capital £130,000, in shares of 
“£1 each. Applications will be received for 87,000, the re- 

mainder being reserved as part payment to the vendor. 
The mine is situated in Nevada district, about one mile from 
«Central City, one of the termini of the Colorado Central Rail- 
road, and the prospectus states that the mine is in fall work, 
‘ with all the necessary plant, machinery, and appliances. 
We regret to learn from the American legal journals that 


“the Hon. Wm. Beach Lawrence is seriously il from mental 
exertion. 








SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 

#eb 9.—Messre. Baxter, Payne, & Lepper, at the Mart, at 
2 p.m., Freehold and Leasehold Properti:s (sea advertisement, 
Jan. 29, p. 4). 

Feb 9 —Messrs. Harvey, Davins, & Morris, at the Mart, at 
2 rig Freehold Building Site (see advertisement, Jan. 22, 
p. 4). 

«Feb 10.—Messre. C.C. & T. Moons, at the Mart, at 2 p-m., 
Freehold, hold, and Leasehold Estates (sce advertise- 
ment, this week, p. 270.) 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTH, 


Porz.—Jan. 18, at Madura, South India, the wife of Alexander 
E. Pole, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGE. £ 
-SpackmMan—Fox.—Jan. 27, at Melbourne, Australia, William 
Hensy Spackwan, barrister-at-law, of Christchurch, New 
Zealand, to Adelaide Mar; , daughter of John Woodhams 
Fox, of Oak House, near Orpington, Kent. 














LONDON GAZETTES. 


Bankrupts. 
; Fariy, Jan, 28, 1881, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Boundy, William, Leadenhall st, Metal Dealer. Pet Jan 25. Murray. 
Feb 11 at 11 


Hopton, William, St Mary’s rd, Harlesden, Builder. Pet Jan 26, 
Brougham, Feb 8 at1l 

Middleton, William Henry, High st, Stoke Newin , Lead and 

#Glass Merchant. Pet Jan 15. Hazlitt. Feb 9 at 12.30 

Sparks, Charles, Salisbury a. Fleet st, Parehment Manufacturer, 
Pet Jan26. Brougham. Feb 9at1 


To Surrender in the Country. 


Hutchinson, James, Wolverhampton, Licensed Victualler. Pet Jan 
24. Sanders. Wolverhampton, Feb 8 at 12 i 

Tunstall, Henry Thomas, Newport, Monmouth, ‘Hairdresser. Pet 
Jan 25. Davis. Newport, Feb 9 at 11 


Tugspay, Feb, 1, 1881. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 


Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 


Drummond, Rt Hon George, Earl of Perth and Melfort, Queen’s gt» 
South Kensington. Pet Jan 27. Hazlitt. Feb 16 at 11.30 

Panther, George, Melton rd, Herne hill, of no occupation. Pet Jan 
27. Hazlitt. Feb 16 at-1i 

Ra; md, Thomas Edward, Marlborough rd, Dalston, Builder. Pet 

an 27. Hazlitt. Feb 16at 12 

Snook, James, Sylvan cottage, Hornsey Rise, Builder. . Pet Jan 25, 

Pepys. Feb 16 at 12.30 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Bessey, Robert, Carlton Colville, Suffolk, Eel Fisherman. Pet Jan 
28. Worlledge. Gt Yarmouth, Feb 16 at 11 

Brown, Goon Lancaster, Grocer. Pet Jan 29. Hulton. Preston, 
Feb 17 at 1 

Cohen, Solomon, Liverpool, Money Lender. Pet Jan 29. Cooper. 
Live 1, Feb 14 at 12 

Evans, John, Ffosddu, nr Salem, Carmarthen, Farmer. Pet Jan 28, 
Lloyd. Carmarthen, Feb 14 at 1.30 

Hughes, Joseph Samuel, Higher Broughton, nr Manchester, out of 
business. Pet Jan 26. Hulton. Salford, Feb 16 at 11 

Sanders, Edward, Woburn, Bedford, Carrier. Pet Jan 26. Cooke, 
Laton, Feb 12 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Fripay, Jan, 28, 1881. 
Hanlan, Felix White, Treforest, Glamorgan, Commission Agent, 
19 





an 
Smith, Samuel, Charlton Horethorne, Somerst, Draper. Jan 13 
Webb, Beavor, Albemarle st. Jan 21. 


Tvrspay, Feb. 1, 1881. 


Brooks, Joseph Frederick, Wells, Somerset, Butcher. Jan 28 
Cook, Thomas Aynsley, Gt Queen st, Vocalist. Jan 14 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Jan, 28, 1881. 


Allen, Alfred George, Gunnersbury, Slate Merchant, Feb 9at2 at 
offices of Williams, King st, Cheapside 

Anderson, William, Durham, Chemist. Feb 14 at 12 at offices of 
Wright, John st, Sunderland 

Anderton, William Jones, Preston. Lancaster, Umbrella Manufac- 
turer. Feb 10 at 3 at offices of Thompson and Craven, Lune st. 
Preston 

Andrew, James, Aston-under-Lyne, Horse Dealer. Feb 9 at 3 at 
offices Hampson, Booth st chambers, Ashton-under-Lyne 

Ansell, James, Brick lane, Licensed Victualler. Feb 16 at 3 at offices 
of Shearer, Basinghall st. Procterand Andrews. Princes street 
Spitalfields 

Aston. George William, High st, Notting hill, Builder, Feb 10 at4 
at offices of Yorke and Wharton, Conduit st, Bond st 

Atkinson, Thomas, Scarborough, York, Provision Dealer. Feb 7 at 
3 at offices of Cornwall and Watts, Queen st, Scarborough 

Baker, George Robert. Wendling, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 14 at 12 at 
offices of Wright and Co, Kast Dereham 

Baldwin, Howard, Old Newton, Suffolk, Farmer. Feb 21 at 11 at 
Fox Hotel, Stowmarket 

Baldwin, William, Kirkdale, York, Corn Miller, Feb 9 at 11 at offices 
of Harrison, Kirbymoorside « 

Bayley, Edward, Shrewsbury, Salop, Baker. Feb 11 at 3 at offices 
of Clarke and Sons, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Bedford, Susan, Montague rd, Uxbrjdge Common, Grocer, Feb 18 
at 2 at offices of Davis, Basinghall st 

Betton, Alfred, and John Hinley, eaten, Engineers. Feb 8 
at 3 at offices of Jaques, Temple row, Birmingham 

Beverley, 8 uisa 8, Notting hill ter, Notting hill, Pro- 
fessional Singer. Feb 9 at 2 at offleesof Nazer, Castle * Holborn 

Bird, William, Cannock, Stafford, Beerhouse Manager. Feb 7 at 3 
at offices of Rhodes, Queen st, Wolverham ton 

Boys, Thomas, Lee, Kent, Green . Feb 15 at 3 at the Victoria 

House, Trinity st, Southwark. Bordman and Co 
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org Feb 9 at 11'at the Talbot Hotel. 


See Tae ee ri 9 et 


= buildings, Bowlalley lane. 


jBurr, John, Wootton, Bedford, Farmer. Feb 10 at 1l atthe George 
Hotel, Bedford. ce rors a pe 


gem (Larne aang se Ss se 
and Parwidge Hotel, Cr Corporation Leylan: nd Mae 


Clarke, arke, John, ene ilar: Feb 4 at 3 at 
Oheawall cot id Watts, Queen st, Searborou, 
-connel Soke Crowle, Lincoln » Butcher. Feb 8 at 4 at the Darby 
nd Joan oan Hotel, Crowle. Pearson and Burtonshaw, Crowle 


onsa George Grubb, Middlesborongh, Builder Feb 8 at 11 at 
a of Bone and Jackson, Albert rd, 

Davies, Da Matien wr, Brecon, Slate Merchant. Feb 9 
at 11 at alee of Powell, 





wr 
Davies, James les, Paradise st, Lambeth, Mathematical Scale 
—— Feb 11 at 12 at offices of Savidge, Fas 


ge, tcheap 
homas, eprig Stafford, Painter. Feb 9 at 12 at offices 
of Baker, Bri % Walsall 
Down, Albert, G Brick Manufacturer. Feb 16 


mbury, Somerset, 
Dayle, George, Bernard Doyle, and John Doyle, Li expool, 
‘ge, Doyle, ts) le, Liv 1, Grocers. 
Pet 9 at 3 at offices of Horner, Stafford st Liverpool 
, Seedsman’s Assistant. Feb 8 at 3 at offices 
of Taynton and Sons, Clarence st, Gloucester 
Dyer, James, Gt Sena , Lincoln, Fish Merchant. Feb 11 at 11 at 
offices of sof Gi intringham, St Mary’s chambers, West St 
Mary’s gate, Gt Grimsby 
Edgecumbe, John Gilbert, Bournemouth, Watchmaker. Feb 10 at 
u at the Great Western Hotel, Snow hill, Birmingham. Trevanion 
‘oole 


Evans. Charles, m green, Nottingham, Clothier, Feb $ at 12 at 
offices of Wyles, Low pavement, Nottin; 

Evans, James, Barnsley,: York, Grocer. Feb 15 at 11 at offices of 
Parker and Hickmott, Regent st, Barnsley 


Fairweather, Robert Hyne, Harbertonford, a Brewer. Feb 8 
at oes offices of Square and man, 44, George street, Ply- 


TF William, Spey apt Farmer. Feb 11 at 11.30 at offices 
hg ag ee 
~Game, James, Porn Farmer. Feb9 at 3 at 88 Aldersgate st. 
Houlders, Barbican 
-Garton, John, Little Humby, Lincoln, Farmer. Feb 10 at 11.30 at 
alee Lion Th volver ila, New Sleaford . ‘ 
a; sh ohn, Wolverhampton, eeper, out of employment. 
Feb j Oat 3 _— sof Hhods, Queen st, Wotvechanepeon 
-Geyelin, George — st, Camden rd, Commercial pare 
ler. Feb fat at 2 at 2 ab ofes chanan a and Rogers, og ag 
bar pr gS jun, Swansea, Earthehware Dealer, Feb 9 at 11 
ces of Thomas, York pl, Swansea 
~Griffiths, James, Haverfordwest, Grocer. Feb 7 at2 at offices of 
Jones, Phe pl, Haverfordwest 
be cones oe ae Clevedon, Somersetshire, Grocer. Feb 9 at 2 
on ct, Corn st, Bristol. Cossham, Bristol 
Hall omeas of Chest ld, nate Bs Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 11 at 3 
at offices of "Gee, ‘h st, Chesterfield 
Hall, Edwin Newcastle-under- Lyne, Builder. Feb 5 at 3 at offices 
of James. Nelson sq, Newcastle-under-Lyne 
Hancock, Edwin, Wor ‘sop, Nottingham, Timber ten Feb 14 
at 3 at offices of Webster and Styring, Hartshead. Sheffi 
Hedges, Ernest, Lichfield rd, Grove rd, Coal Merchant. *reb 7at3 
at offices Groom, New Broad st. Cattlin, Wormwood st, Broad st 
Heywood, Walter, Winkleigh, a Farmer. Feb 11 at 12 at offices 
of Thorne, Castle st, Barnstapl 
Hobbs. William, Kingston. pn. Hull, Watchmaker. Feb 8 at 3 
at offices of Lambert, Bowlalle; lane, Kingston-upon-Hull 
a William Henry, rd, York, Ironfounder. Feb7 at 
11 at offices of Peel and Co, eee lane, Bradford 
Hornby, Joseph, Brigham, York, Farmer. Feb 9 at 3 at offices of 
Jennings and Co, Great Driffield 
Hoseason, Maria Murray, Beckenham, Ker t, Governess. Feb 10 at 
12 at offices | of Cutler ag ie King st, St James's 
Hull, James, Feb 8 at 3 at offices of Fox, 
Princess st. Gancheeset 
-Jagger, William, Heckmondw ke, York, Confectioner. Feb 10 at 3 
at offices of Sykes, Heckmondwike 
Jennings, James, Victor rd, aeeig rd, Cowkeeper. Feb 5 at3 at 
offices of Johnson, Seymour I, Mary jebone 
Johnson, James Thos, Rowley esis, ‘Stafford, Timber Merchant. 
oa 9 at 12 at offices of Griffin and Griffin, Cherry st, Birming- 


Jones, Owen, Cardiff, Grocer, Feb 11 at 12 at offices of Morgan and 
Scott, High st, © ‘ardiff 
Kay, William Pendleton, Lancaster, Plumber. Feb 7 at 11 at offices 
Whitt, King st, Manchester 
ng, George . Kedford, Confectioner. Feb 8 at 1lat Clarence 
Hotel, St John's st, Bedford. Nicholson, Bedford 
Klein, Christian, Rochester row, Westminster, Baker, Feb 17 at 2 


at offices of Brown, hall st 
ld, meets. Innkeeper. Feb 7 at 11 at 


Lake, William George, 8 
offices of Newman, Friar ing 

Lain, Albert, and Walter Lain, Norwich, Boot Manufacturers, Feb 
10 at 3.30 at offices of Simpson and Palmer, Three Crown sq, Boro 


High st. Ra — 
Lazarus, st, Walworth, Butcher. Feb 4 at 10 at 
aw of Mickladwat wi pata g ioe F Fob 9 ae 11 
incoln, Farmer, Feb 9 at 
at Offices of Oldman and Iveson, Lord st, borough 
Littlowood, Frederick us, Victoria rd, Surbiton, Oilman. 
mab 7 ob 8-oh.qeiean of y, Mark lane 
Newcastle-under-Lyme, en Feb 5.at 8 at offices 
James, clon 8q, Newcastle-under- 
, Farmer. *Peb ll at3 at offices 





Milcand’ Glassend China: sarbanpeseien Fs 


Cannon st 
— Wigh a West, Son Sunderland. Bo 


—— 
Melton, Hoary, Chatham Gilder. ar aw King’s 


Millward, Abraham, Bromwich, Stafford, Tobadconist. 
Feb 8 at 11 at offices of Forreat, — Oldbury 


Newhouse, Henry Lewis Titus Gt Tower st, Wine and Spirit Agent. 
Se daae eeea ee ee Old Broad st 


Oliver, William, Feb 10 at 3 
at Queen’s Hotel, We: % 
Biggott, J , Shoe , Farm Bailiff. Feb 8 at 2 at 


Politzer, Ferdinand, Ely- » Holborn, Commission Agent. 
Feb 14 at 3 at offices of Pritchard and Co, Painters’Hell, Little 


Trini 
Powell, ‘cn. and Charles Thomas Powell, rem Mon- 
mouth, Painters. Feb 12 at 1 at offices of Brown, L st. 
rgavenny 
Thi seer rs og dlgmeealt mee a: Feb 14 at lat 


omas 
offices of Mills, New rd. Brig! 
Reed, Jeremiah, Billi Sussex, Grocer. Feb 11 at 3 at 
offices of ene Co, - aaeii 
Riehards, Robert Stephens, Mountain - pentane 
Feb 7 at 10.15 at Queen’s Hotel, Aberdare. Howells, A) 
Richardson, George. George, Stockton-upon-Tees, Farmer. heb 9 at 9 at Sat 
offices of Tweedy, High st Stockton-on-Tees 
Riley, Edwin, Leamington; Boot Manufacturer. Feb 10 
at 3 at offices of Wright and ae gton A 
wwe fmm, Sar one -in-Furness, Grocer. ‘eb 9 at 11 at Ship 
oh Willian, Kingston-om Thames, Builder Feb 10 at 
eu tebe, dese -on-' 
2 at the Inns of Court Hotel, Holborn. Swann and Co, Chancery 


lane 
apr Sydney, Strathmore rd, Croyd —_ Merchant. - 16 


offices of Hogan and Hughes, 
samen Robert Hannathon, Cheshire, Grocer. Feb 7 
ke, Teny Oak 


chambers, 'st, Crewe 
—- Alban, eee Eilers Noro, Farm Farming Bailiff. Feb 11 
Scots, William James’ Bin out of basinens. Feb 11 at 12 
mesg Eins, rota Waterloo st, B irmin:; ae 
ort, William Hooper, Walsham-le-Willows, S 2 
Feb ba cha at offices of Salmon and Son, the Guildball, St 


Edm 

Sm th, , Moss Side, Manchester, Fish’ Feb 8 at 3 at 
offices of Heywood and Son, Mount st. Albert sq , Manchester 

i amo Worcester, Coal Dealer. Fett 10 at 11 at offices 


i Worcester 

Smith, Richard William, Bristol, Printer. Feb 9 at 12.30 at offices 
of Collins, Broad st, Bristol. Clifton and Carter, yt , 

Smith, William, Birkenhead, anne Tailor. Feb 10 at 3 atoffices 
Moore, Duncan st, Birkenh 

Smitb, William, Bewdley, Dentin: a Victualler. Feb 11 
at 3 at the Peacock Inn, Lower Park. Hemingway, Bewdley 

Stabb, John, Praed st, Paddington, Buldor Feb 12 at 3 at Sflices 
of Montagu and er Gray’s inn sq 

Storey, George, Crowle, Lincoln, Flax Merchant. Feb § at 2at 
the a and Joan Hotel, Crowle. Pearson and Burtenshaw, 
Crowle 

Stovold, James, High st, Hampton, Ironmonger. Feb 15 atl at 
offices of Watson, Southampton bidgs, Chancery lane 

Sutcliffe, John, Halifax, Dyer. Feb 9 at 12 at ot the Talbot Hotel, 
bet yr a Halifax. Rhodes, Halifax 

Tame, Alfred, Devonshire terrace, Notting hill, out of business, 
Ee 8 at 11 at offices of Watson, Southampton bldgs, Chancery 


Trin David, Parsonage walk, Newington Butts, Police Constable. 
Rg 5 at 2 at offices of Harris. Borough — st, Southwark 
Turner, Tim Wadsworth, and Thomas Hirst, Dewsbury, York, 
Contractors. Feb 10 at 2 at the Wellington Hotel, Dewabary. 
Shaw, Dewsbury 
Underwood, James Alfred, Bristol, Grocer. Feb 10 at 11 at offices 
of Ward, Albion chmbrs, Bristol 
Walter, Thomas, New Chariton, a Heme Feb 10 at i2 at 3, 
Green’s End, Woolwich. Be gy ton 
Ward, Robert’ Harve: 7. be as Feb 10 at Il at 
offices of Rice and Co, Main Ridge, Boston 
Watkin, Henry, Crewe, Chester, Shoeing Smith. Feb ll at llat 
Albert chmbrs, Churebside, Crewe. Pointon, Crewe 
Wild, William, *Newcastle- under-Lyme, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 5 
at 3 at offices of James, Nelson-sq, Newcastle-under-Lyme 
Wilkinson, Thomas, Ardleigh, Essex, Grocer. Feb ie at 12 at 
the Fleece Inn, Head st, ‘Otchanen” Pollard, Ipswich 
Williams, John, Llandwrogg, Carnarvon, Shopkeeper. Feb8 3.30 
at offices of Hayward. Market st, Carnarvon 
Wratten, Robert way ea tanga Kent, Baker. Feb 5 atll 
at offices of Gibson, bourne 
Wright, Henry, Ashwin kish Bath Proprietor. Feb 
10 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Seemsean et 
Wright, William Johnson, Delaford rd, Rotherhithe New rd, Car- 
miter. Feb 6 at 1 at the Mason’s Hetel Tavern, ‘s avenue, 
inghall st. Fenillade, New Court chambers, Carey st 
Tunspar, Feb. 1, 1881. 
Adams, Walter, Birmingham, Licensed Victurller. Feb 12 at Sat 


ws, Cherry = Birmingham 
ine {= ye ronmonger, Feb 16 at Sat offices of 





wt Belvore st, Leicester * 


wansea, | 
Tribe and cea San chambers, Small st, Bristol, Brown and Co, 
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Asplet, Cesar, Frome, Teacher of French. Feb 
Science King st, Frome 
Noah Ife, Lewisham iy dronuconger ® Feb 15 at 3 
eee , Lawrence 
le 


Barnstable, w Swindon, Wilts, Corn Merchant, Feb 
17 at 3 at ‘offices of Albion bldgs, New Swindon 


Barrett, George, ter, Lavender hill, Hatter. Feb 11 at 2at 
offices of Chester and co Staple inn, Holborn 

Bates, Edmund Oscar, Leicester, Builder. Feb 16 at 3 at offices of 
og 7 ene Bowling Green st. Leicester 

Bates, » Dartmouth gt eevet Sisters’ rd, Builder. Feb 7 
at 12 at offices of ak meh me e 

8, Peter, and Baynes Knaresborough, York, Grocers. 
‘eb ri] at 12’at the People s Hotel, Albert st, Harrogate. Kirby & 
Son, Knaresboroug! 

Blair. Samuel, — Tiward Birks, Leighton Buzzard, Bedford, Manu- 
facturers of Appliances for ——s Poultry. Feb 16 at 3 at the 
Swan Hotel, Leighton Buzzard. illis, Leighton Buzzard 

Bland, William Charles, Scarborough, Innkeeper. Feb 14 at 12 at 
offices of Calvert and Fowler, Westborough, Scarborough 

Bough, Edward, Morton, Derby, Grocer. Feb 15 at 3 at offices of 
nak High a sg rfield 

rackenbury, James, Harrington, Lincoln, Farmer, Feb 14 at 3.30 
a offices of Walker and Sons, Spilsby 

Bridgman, William Somersham, Huntingdon, Farmer.. Feb 16 at 

11.30 at Unicorn Hotel, St Ives 
, James Andrew, Strand, Publisher. Feb 11 at 2 at offices of 
Hilbery, Billter st 

Brough, Thomas, Scarborough, Boot and Shoe Maker. Feb l4at3 
at Offices of Taylor, Queen st, Scarborough 

Brown, Noah, New Basford, Nottingham, out of business. Feb 16 
at 3 at offices of Whittingham, Middle pavement, Nottingham 

Burgess, Frederic Shaw, Liverpool, Grocer. Feb 18 at 2 at offices 
of Sheen, North John st, Liverpool. Lyon and Reynolds, Liverpool 

Butcher, Jobn Thomas, Charlbam Hatch, Kent, Fruiterer. Feb 16 
at 12 at offices of Collard, Castle st, Canterbury 

Butlin, Thomas, — Lincoln, Brush Makes. Feb 14 at 3 at 
offices Stapleton, Saint Paul’s st, Stamford 

, Thomas, Church terrace, Scuth Hackney. out of business. Feb 
15 at 2at Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Furse Neave, Cheapside 
Challis, Alfred John, Fulham rd, Licensed Victualler. Feb 14 at 2 
of Andrews and Mason, Ironmonger lane. Bartrum, 
Old one chambers 
De Louth, Raisevecke Le Clair Restall De Louth, Edgware 
rd, Ganear: Feb 18 at 2 atInns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s inn 
Fields. Mould, Carey st, Chancery lane 
— Samuel, Nunney, Somerset, Baker. Feb 16 at 3 at offices 
of Ames, Cork st, Frome 
, Charles, Bradford, York, Confectioner. Feb 14 at 11 at offices 
Valshaw, Crown st chmbrs, Halifax 

Clough, Edwin, and Ezra Clough, Bradford, Coal Merchants. 
Feb — 3 at offices of Richardson and Morris, Swan arcade, 

Coleman, George, Gateshead, Durham, Fruit Merchant. Feb 11 at 3 

at Traders’ Association, Grainger st West, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Soonvd jun, Newcastie-upon-Tyne 
, Richard Thomas, Exton, Rutland, Farmer. Feb 16 at10 at 
offices of Law, St Mary’s pl, Stamford 
ees of nyt and John Norman, Carlisle, Grocers. Feb 17 at 3 at 
Errington, Bank st, Carlisi e 


Cowell, Prederi ick, Kidderminster, W orcester, Coal Merchant. 
Feb 15 at 3 at offices of Roden and Dawes, Bank bldngs, Kidder- 


minster 
Coxon, William Henry, Newcastle-upon-Tyre, out of business. 
Feb 15 at 11,30 at offices of Clark, Grainger st West, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne 
Crawley, James, Devonshire terrace, Turnham green, Ironmonger. 
Feb 15 at 3 at offices of Ives, King street West, Hammersmith 
Cross, Arthur William, Kingston, Surrey, Grocer. Feb 17 at 2at 
offices of Richardson, Bucklersoury 
Cunliffe, Samuel, and George Taylor, Bolton, Lancaster, Lard Re- 
finers. Feb 15 at3at Mitre I Inn, Cathedral gates, Manchester. 
nat ed and Hughes, Bolton 
Waste Hee Rag Pans -la-Zouch, Farmer, Feb 10 at 11 at offices of 
by -de-la-Zouch 
Dickinson, John, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Feb 15 at 11 at offices of Har- 
rison, Bank st, Lincoln 
i William, Blackburn, Publie Accountant. Feb 15 at 11 at 
offices of Fletcher, Holme st, Blackburn 
Down, Henry, Deptford. Kent, Baker, Feb 10 at 2 at offices of Nor- 
mie Willien titan fe nh Chai lane 
i ewe -upon-Tyne, Innkeeper. Feb 11 at 2 at 
offices of Dove, P Post Office chambers, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
Frankling, Charles, Queen’s rd, Wimbledon, Hatter, Feb 11 at 2 at 
offices of Chester ‘and Co, Staple inn, Holborn 
Freshney, Alfred, Leeds, Hosier. Feb i 14 at 3 at offices of Nelson and 
Northern Railway Station, Bing’ 8 Cross 
Goldberg, Jacob, Sunderland, Durham, Boot and Bhoe Dealer. 
at offices of Dixon and Barker, Bank chmbrs, Bedford 


Sunderland 
Gosaall, John William, Manchester, Fruit Salesman, Feb 14 at 
og at offices of Tremewen, Ward's bldngs, Deangate, Manches- 
x 
Groark, Thomas, Wassington, Beerhouse Ma: r, Feb 14 at 10 at 
offices of Pike, reo Fig Ba ‘arri _ a , 
Fel) 14 at 1) at offices of 


Haley, Ann, Huddersfield. ie 
Craven and Sunderiend, New st i wt, Huddersfield 
Snarles Woo oll Kent, F; ‘eb 1 
at 12.90 at the Bull Inn, Loningbonme, Maidstone. i Mis, Maid 
stone 
Harding, Joseyh, | Poser Hadderidge, Burslem, Beersel » 1 
at 11 a6 offices of Ellis, Market pi, Burslem’ ark i 


Philip, Right Hon € “haries, Karl yf Hardwicke, Wimpole Hall, Cam- 
bri 5 Feb 24 at 8 at offices of Lumley and ‘emiay, Conduit wt, 


Bo 
Hardy, Ww iiem, Great 
Mees of Thimbleby and 


ving, Lincoln, Farmer, 
on, Bpilsby 


Feb 12 at 10 at 








Harvey, Frederick Charles, Snow's fields, Southwark, Grocer: =i 
BL Eig he. roseg lane 
yes, Thomas. Ilminster, Boot Maker. Feb 15 at 11 at. 


ie % had, The Barton, TTnfield E Highway, Feb 8 
enshaw, e Terrace. Builder. 
at 2 . ‘Masons’ 2 Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenae,” Rawlings, Wale 


Hollaulers, Emil, Portsca, Watch Maker. Feb 15 at 4 at offices of 
King, North st, Portsea 

Houghton, Thomas, Rochdale, Machine ced Feb 14 at 3 at office 
of Wiles, Acker st chmbrs, Acker st, Rochdale 

How, William, Flamstead, Hertford, Farmer. Feb 8 at 2 at Swan 
Inn, Markyate st, Bedford. Wells, St Albans 

Humblestone, Clement George Gommon, High Pint Tottenham, 
Butcher. Feb 14 at 3 at offices of Kumney, Walbroo! 

Imison, Francis George, Dishforth, York, Butcher. Teb 14 at 12 at 
offices of Bateson and Hutchinson, Harrogate 

Ineson, William, Batley, York, Grocer. Feb 14 at 2 at on of Booth 
and Sons, Hanover st, Batley. Watts and Son, Ba’ 
Jackson, Thomas , Liverpool, Merchant. Feb 1” at 2 at 14, 
Cook st, Liverpool. Forshaw and Hawkins, Liver 
Jeffels, William, South Shields, Licensed Victualler. Pome 16 at 2 at 
offices of Dale, King st, South Shields 

Jenkins, John, Lianel y, Carmarthen, Grocer. Feb 15 at 12 at offices 
of John, Fisher st, Swansea 

Johnson, Frederick, Leicester, Auctioneer. Feb 15 at 4 at offices of 
Hincks, Bowling Green lane, Leicester 

Keen, George Albert, Woodbridge, Suffolk, Licensed Victualler. Feb 
15 at 12.30 at offices of Jackaman and Sons, Silent st, Ipswich 

King, Samuel, Gray’s inn rd, Church Decorator. Feb 16 at 3 at 
offices of Collins and Wilkinson, King William st 

Langford, Arthur, Birmingham, Tinplate Worker. Feb 14 at 3 at 
offices of Jaques, — row, Birmingham 

Lawson, Thomas, n, Lancaster, ~; oat Feb 15 at 11 at 
offices of Byrom om Bell, King st, Wi 

Lee, Thomas, Daleview rd, "Stamford hill, Builder. Feb 7 at 2 at the 
Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Cheston and Sons Great Win- 
chester st 

Lloyd, William, Kidderminster, Worcester, Market Gardensr. Feb 
14 at 3 at offices of Roden and Daw es, Bank buildings, Kidder- 
minster 

Lowrie, William Andrew, Cardiff, Licensed Victualler. Feb 15 at 12 
at offices of Ste pegneneen, and Co, Queen’s chmbrs, Cardiff. Morris 


= hog) Cardi: 
, James, Nantwich, Chester, Builder, Feb 22 at 11 at Lamb 
Feb 12 


nae . ’Nantwich. Lisle, Nantwich 
Malsbury, John William, Sulgrave, Northampton, Farmer. 
at 11 at White Lion Hotel, Banbury. Pain and Hawtin, Banbury 
Malvern, Frederic Charles, ‘Cheltentam, Brushmaker. Feb 14 at at 
at offices of Stroud, Clarence parade, Cheltenham 
Marsh, Alfred. Newport, Monmouth, Provision Merchant. Feb 11 
at 12 at offices of Collins, Broad st, ‘Bristol. Vaughan, Newport 
Massey, Samuel, Grappenball, Chester, Farm Labourer. Feb 4 at 
10.30 at 5, Smith’s row, Grappenhall 
Medley, Robert, Ventnor, Isle af Wight, Printer. Feb 17 at 1 at 
offices of Needham, New inn. Hamilton and Co 
Merington, John Mabbs, Rettenbam, Essex, Farmer. Feb 16 at 1 at 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Chelmsford. ward, Chelmsford 
Midgley, —. Barnsley, York, Inrkeeper. Feb 17 at 11 at offices 
of M ll and Ownsworth, Church st, Barnsley 
Mousle, William Thorp, Shirle , Warwick, Farmer. Feb 11 at 10.15 
at offices of East, Temple st, irmingham 
Musgrave, John. and J oseph Meek Musgrave, Leeds, Cloth Manu- 
facturers. Feb 14 at 2 at offices of Harrison, East parade, 
Mytton, Ebenezer, Birmingham, Painterand Glazier. Feb 11 at 2 at 
offices of Burton, Union passage, Birmingham 
Newton, William Chapman, Dewsbury, ig Saddler. Feb 15 at 
10.15 at offices of Scholes and Son, Leeds rd, Dewsbury 
Nobbs, Charles William, Aldermanbury, Basket Importer. Feb 15 
at 2 at offices of Greening, Fenchurch st 
Norton, Sorlisy Seymour, Lee, Kent, Ironmonger. Feb 14 at 2 at 
offices of Tilley and Soames, Finsbury pavement 
Parry, John, Abery stwith, © ardigan, t Manufacturer. Feb 9 at 
offices of Collins, Bristol, in lien of the place originally named 
Pavel, Richard, Edward, "Bewdley, Worcester, Saddler. Feb 12 at 
30 of Mr. Beale, Commercial Sale Rooms, Kidderminster. 
nll id Bewdley 
Poole, James, Leicester, Baker, Feb 14 at 3 at offices of Wright, 
Belvoir st, Teic -ester 
Pratt, Edward, West Lynn St Peter, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 14 at 
12 at offices of Coulton and Son, Atheneum, King’ 8 Lynn 
i Jonas, Sonth Repps, Norfolk, Farmer.’ Feb 19 at 1 at offices 
f Rackham, St Gile’s at, Norwich 
pia Martin, Micklethaite, York, Joiner. Feb 14 at at 4 at 
offices of Atkinson and Wilson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Prior, Charles, Bristol, Builder, Feb 10 at 12 at the Old Post Office 
chmbrs, Corn st, Bristol. Murly and Co 
Pritchard, William Henry, Congleton, Chester, Grocer, Feb 15 at ll 
at the Lion and Swan Hotel, West st, Congleton, Garside and 


quilter: #1 Henry George, Birchfield, Stafford, out of business, Feb 11 
at 3 at Cares blk x Hotel, Stephenson pl, Birmingham, Johnson and 
Co, Birmin 

Reeves, Willian —“ ” West Bromwich, Stafford, Blacksmith. Feb 15 
at 11 at offices of Jackson and Sharpe, High at, West Bromwich 

Rich, George, Bristol, Timber Haulier, "Feb 15 at 2 at offices of 
Hobbs, C are et, Bristol 

Richardson, John’ Thomas, Birmingham, Coal Dealer. Feb 9 at 3 at 
offices of Ratcliff, Bennet’s hill, Birmingham 

Ridgley, Alfred Birmingham, Grocer eb 10 at 11 at offices of 
Peet, Newhall at, Birmingham 

Roberts, David Fentintog, erioneth, Builder, Feb 16 at 1 at Queen's 
Hotel, Four Crosses, Ellis, Four Cr 

Robinam, John, Newenatle-upon-Tyne, Boot and Shoe Maker. 
Feb 14 at 2 at offices of Brewis and Co, Royal arcade, Newcastle- 


pon.'Tyne 
nolineos, Joseph, Wakefield, York, Tronmonger, Feb 14 at 10 at 
offices of Lake and Lake, Sonthgate, Wakefield 
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at the 
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b 15 at 
Feb 15 
at 2 at 
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Bens mee Hertford, out of business. Feb 9 at 


of Rumney, W: 
Rooke, George, re ee Feb 22 at 12 at offices of 
Lyon, St Andrew’ nos 

Rycroft, Charles i mai Leeds, Grocer. Feb l4at 3 at offices of D al 


a ly om Liverpool, Lie yon rd Proprietor. Feb l4at3 at 
14 Cook st, Liverpool. Barrell and Co. 

Seni Ren poi hg Be r. Feb 15 at 2 at offices of 
Booth and ver st we mar yy Watts and Son, Batley 


— John, Caverswall, Stafford, Farmer. Feb 9 at 11 at offices 
mnant and Co, Cheapside, Hanley 
aha i rtm Great Horton, nr Bradford, Dyer. Feb 14 at 3 at 


ces of Killick and Co, Commercial Bank bldgs Bradford 

Simmonds, Edmond, Worcester, Builder. Feb 11 at 12 at offices of 
Roberts, High st, Worcester 

Smith, Francis Smalman, Stourbridge, Worcester, Architect. Feb 
12 at 11 at offices of Price, High st. Stourbridge 

Stephens, John, St Blazey, Cornwall, Boot Maker. Feb 11 at 11 at 

ices of Carlyon and Stephens, Cross lane, St Austell 

Stephens, Joseph, Peterborough, Stone Mason, Feb 14 at 11 at office 
of Hart, Priestgate, Peterborough 

Stephens, Richard, Kington, Hereford, Grocer. Feb 15 at 2 at 
at offices of Cheese and Delfosse, Brige ‘st, Kingston 

Stoddart, Granger, Sunderland, Durham, Tea Dealer. Feb 11 at 11 
at offices of Robinson, West Sunniside, Sunderland 

Sutherland, Eric, Berkeley sq, Farmer. Feb 9 at 2 at Lombard 
House, George yd, Lombard st. Vallance and Vallance, Essex 
st, Strand 

Swain, Samuel, West Hartlepool, Durham, Builder. Feb 17 at 3 at 
the Jackson Arms Hotel, Tower st, West Hartlepool 

Swash, John Evan, Neath, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. Feb 18 at 11 
at offices of Scale, Orchard pl, Neath 

Swindells, Charles, Heaton Norris, Lancaster, Coal Dealer. Feb 15 
at 10.30 at offices of Brown and Ainsworth, St. Peter’s gate, Stock- 


port 

Tedman, Joseph, Shipton st, Hackney rd, Chair Manufacturer. Feb 
17 at 3 at offices of Taylor and Jaquet, South st, Finsbury sq 

Thoma, William, St. John’s st, Clerkenwell, Clock Importer. Feb 
11 at 3 at offices of Wetherfield, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 

Thomas, Thomas, Wern, Carmarthen, Licensed Victualler. Feb 12 
at 11 at offices of Howell, Stepney st, Lianelly 

Turner, Edwin, Wakefield, York, Provision Dealer. Feb 14 at 3 at 
offices of Lodge, Townhall chambers, King st, Wakefield 

Upton, Job, Crackley, Kenilworth, W arwick, Farmer. Feb lat 12 
at offices of Sanderson, Church st, Warwick 

Vickers, Richard, Manchester, General Dealer. Feb 14 at 12 at 
offices of Jones, Mosley st, Manchester. Minor, Manchester 

Waring, Samuel Thomas, Plymouth, Fruiterer. Feb 15 at 12 at 
a of Rooker and Co, Frankfort st, Plymouth 
Watts, George Frederick, and David Davies, Foots Cray, Kent, 
Builders. Feb 14 at 11 at offices of Cullen and Wi iggins, Vigo st, 
Regent st. Bilney, Salisbury sq 

Way, James Joseph, Bristol, Cork Cutter. Feb 10 at 2 at offices of 
Benson and Carpenter, chambers, Corn st 

Wilcockson, William Robert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Butcher. Feb 
15 at 3 at offices of Martinson, Exchange bldgs, Bowlalley lane, 
Kingston-upon-Hull 

Williamson, "Teas Henry, Manchester, Tea Merchants. Feb 16 at 3 
at offices of Gardner, Cooper st, Manchester 

Winter Mary Ann, and Thomas Leopold Winter, Brentford, Whar- 
fingers. Feb 15 at 3at the Inns of Court Hotel, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields. Moon, Lincoln’s-inn-fields 

a Samuel Brown, Hereford. Feb 16 at 2 at the Spread 
le Hotel. Winterbotham, Stroud 

oot Arthur, Stoké-upon.Trent, Grocer. Feb 11 at 11.30 at offices 


ra mnant and Co, C ot "Hanley 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA. 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 


Guaranteod Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Faculty pronounce it ‘the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage fcr Breakta- b Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Irvalids and Children.” 

Highly commended by the entire Medica }Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
aeeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoas 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED With starch, &c., and IN REALITY CHEAPER 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cup, coating less than a halfpenny. 

CocoaTina A LA VANILLE is the moat delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Mite. Chocolate, and may be taken when richer chocolate is pre- 


In tin packets at ls, 6d., 3s., 5s. 6d , &e., by Chemists and Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZER & C0., 10, Adam-street, London, w.c, 


MR. G. H. JONES, 


SURGEON DENTI 
67, GREAT RUSSELL 8 TREE ft, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 

ies, by his absolute! nleas System of Dentistry, the Great 
i bition Prize Medal London, Paris, New York, Berlin, 
Vienna, &c.), 8. G, Hutchins, , Surgeon- Dentist to the Queen. 
en am glad ~~ have obta' nod her Majesty's Royal Letters 
to. protect what I consider the perfection of pamless den. 
Professor Gardner, late of the. Royal je bees Tusti- 
tit, nye -“ Thave examined and tested sae fh ted painless 
te atinent; it ia quite perfect, the most pot pase awn 
acientitle laws for f cevating actual wear and comfort 
yet introduced. ” Conauitation free daily, anid terms to suit every. 
gratis and 


one, Pamphiet, “Painless Dentistry,” 16th Retition, 


post fico, 





M OBTGAGES effected on Freehold or Long Leaso- 
hold Securities 


. Solicitors having funds to invest, or 
ing money on good finished property, are invited to cond pesiiediote = 
-to 
Ou, Ea. Barker & Sox, Surveyors, 78, King William- 
A FRENCH ADVUCATE (from the Court of” 
— Selaaiectordanear tae iy, No. 4 Bl Foreign» 
’ letters ws >» vO. Bloomsbury~ 
Bloomsbury-square, W.C 





Mesatn ie Hat 





\ ANTED. — Conveyancing and “Chaneery Bill’ 


Clerk. Salary £100. Apply, between 1 and 2 o'clock, to~ 
NicHou., Manisty, & Co., 1, ‘Teicen, Strand. 


HORTHAND CLERK Wanted in a Solicitor’s 


Office. State speed, particulars, and experience.—Address,. 
Box 3, Post-office, Stockport. 2 = 


R. MEADOWS, of Bond-comt Chambess, Wal- 
brook, Londen, Solicitor, Author of “ Questions on sap 
ancing and Real Property Law,” continues to Read Privately with 
Articled Clerks preparing for the Intermediate, Final, and Honours ~- 
Examinations. 














TRISTRAM'S Papa eg ag he ie ie 
in 1 vol., Svo, 

(THE CO. NTENTIOUS PRACTIGS. we ene HIGH 

COURT of JUSTICE in respect of Grants e —— and 
Administrations, with the Practice as to Motions 
in Non-Contentious Business. By THOMAS He TCHINSON | 
TRISTRAM, D.C.L., Adyoeate of Doctors’ Commons, of the Inner 
Temple. 

London : 


_ Bereanwonrns, 7 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 


R. BANISTER FLETCHER’S valuable TEXT 
BOOKS, arranged in Tabulated form, and fally indexed for- 
ready reference. 

LIGHT and AIR, with methods of estimating Injuries, reports of 
most recent cases, &c. Twelve Diagrams. Crown Syo, cloth, és. 
post-free. 

ARBITRATIONS, with yaa of Forms, and List of Schedules. 
Crown 8vo, cloth, 5s., post-free. 

COMPENSATIONS, with Appendix, giving Forms of Precedents 
and Valuation oe Crown 8yo, 5s., post-free. 

B. T. Batsrorp, 5: m ie Holborn, lente, or of any — 


This Day, 18th Edition, crown 8v0, és. Sd. (postage ed. ). 


VERY MAN’S OWN LAWYER.—A Handy 
Book of the Principles of Law and Equity. Bya BARRISTER. 
Revised to the end of last Session, comprising Summaries of the- 
Employers’ Liability Act, the Burials Law Amendment Aet, the 
Malt Tax Repeal Act, the Ground Game Act, the Wild Birds Pro- 
tection Act, &c-. 
oz complete epitome of the laws of this country, thoroughly in- 
telligible to non- professional readers.”"—Bell’s Life. 
Crossy Locxwoop & Co., 7, Stationer’s Hall-coart, London, E.C. 


NEW HIGH-CLASS JOURNAL. 
AND, a Weekly Journal for all interested in 


4 Lanpep and Hovss Prorsgery, with “Iyprx to the Estatx 
ExcHanGs ReeGisters.” 


Every Satvepay, price Srxpeycez. 
Number 1 ready Feb. 12. 
*,* Prospectuses of Layp post-free on application to the Publishers. 
Printed and Published for the Propri by 
CassELu, Pstrer, Gacery & Co., La Belle vage-yard, EC. 


Qa Advertisements for the Frest Newser of Layp should reach 
the Publishers not later than Thursday, the 10th inst. 














Fourth Edition (further revised and enlarged), price 5s., tet. 
H INTS oa ADVOCACY, imetuding Examples of 
Sixteen Types of Witnesses, and the mode of Cross-examin- 
ing them. By ‘RICHARD — Barrister-at-Law, of the- 
Middle Temple and Midland Cireui 
London: Watertow Bros. ry stab M, Birchin-lane. 


rYHE LAW ALMAN NACK. ee sess. taiaiens 
New Stamp Duties and all Legal Changes to present time. 
Taomas Scotrr, Warwick-court, Holbern, 
___And all Law Stationers and Booksellers. 


PRELIMINARY, INTERMEDIATE, FINAL (Pass and ‘Honoers) 
LAW EXAMINATION, 


R. ALBERT GILBSON’S Classes and Postal 
ny ~ for these Examinations 
year, — during one month im summer. Tee Weckietet 

pupils received. Terms on application to 35, Seuthamptoa-buili- 
ings, ChanceryJane, or to St. Mary Cray, Chislehurst. 
(LN. B.—At the Michaelmas Brentotins, 1880, oat of B 
pe be « Pay the pwd a pomes, out ef 17 sent wp for the 
‘At seven out up for Preliminary 
wt fa the the fas ght brcabeatiens Mr. Gibson's 
Pricemen, besides many Cer- 
tiftcates ee Moret, Second and Third Class Honours In last 
we YOUR and in last Novend: 9 three pepils secured Hoare] 



































































SRR RIS HR NER SRR EDL erate eS: 


Re eee he ee 


PRR rarangynyab ier o0 










THE SOLICITORS’. JOURNAL. 





Feb. 5s 188t 








eases. HARMAN & MATTHEWS’ HOUSE 

PROPERTY LIST forF is now , and may be 
Se oe enn ees Walbrook, E.C. Desirable 
“properties every ¢ class wanted for numerous buyers. 


TIMSON’S LIST of PROPERTIES for SALE 
fer ve aa fg 1,000 investments, and can be ‘had 
Particulars inserted wiles ana It is the recognized 
medium for selling or — rty byP rivate contract.—Mr. 
Srrusown, Auctioneer, yor, pte aluer, 2, co Kent-road, 8.E. 








Auctions, Season 1881. 


ESSRS. HARVEY, DAVIDS, & MORRIS, 

beg to announce that they hav2 arranged for their SALES 

by AUCTION to take place at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, Bank, 

E.C., on the following dates throughout the ensuing year, com- 
mencing at TWO o'clock precisely each day :— 


Date. Floor. Room. 
Wednesday, February 9.. om Ground .. ee B. 
Wednesday, March2 .. -» Ground .. «we G, 
Wednesday, March 16 .. ee Ground .. «e B. 
Wednesday, March 30 .. + Ground .. eo B. 
Wednesday, April20 .. oe Ground .. ee B. 
Wednesday, April27  .. ee First ee E. 
Wednesday, May 11 és eo First ee os E. 
Wednesday, May 25 ee oe Ground .. ee Cc. 
Wednesday, June 8 ee ee First ee ee F. 
Wednesday, June 22... ee First oo. ee F, 
Wednesday, July 6 so oe First oo . F. 
Wednesday, July 20 ee _ First oe oe F. 
Wednesday, August 3 .. ee Ground .. ee C. 
Wednesday, August 10 .. ee First oe oo F. 
Wednesday, October 26 .. ee First ee os F. 
Wednesday, November 23 ée Ground .. oo B. 
Wednesday, December 7 os First 26 ee F. 


These sales will include landed estates, town and country houses, 
ground-rents, reversions, and shares. Owners, solicitors, and 
trustees desirous of including properties, are respectfully requested 
to give instructions as early as possible, as it is of the utmost im- 
portance that sufficient time should be allowed to bring the sales 
Po seene ca before the public.—Auction and Survey Offices, 117, 

ishopsgate-street, E.C 

COURTS OF JUSTICE. 

A fine Freehold Building Site, adjoining New-inn, close to the prin- 
cipal entrance to the High Courts of Justice, admirably adapted 
for the erection of a handsome pile of offices, and chambers for 
solicitors, barristers, and others, whose connections render 
proximity to the Law Courts a matter of importance. The pro- 
Bente has an ample frontage, is but little hampered with ancient 

hts, and comprehends the grand superficial area of over 6,000ft. 

It +o been recently cleared of the structures which have hitherto 

cumbered the ground, and is now ripe for the display of archi- 

tectural talent in the judicious dispcesition of a site almost un- 
agen pe at this spot for the purposes to which its extent, posi- 
nd other advantages justify its OU 

N “¢ ESSES. EDWin FOX & BOUSFIELD will 

LET by ADCTION, on a Building Lease, for a term of 80 
years, with THE RIGHT TO PURCHASE THE FREEHOLD, on 

W EDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 23, at TWO o’clock precisely. 

Plans end particulars may be obtained of Messrs. De Jersey, 
Micklem, & Son, Solicitors, 19, Gresham-street, and of Messrs. 


Edwin Fox & Bousfield, ®, Gresham street, Bank, E.C. 

V ESSRS. C. C. & T. MOORE will SELL by 

~ AUCTION, at the MART, on THURSDAY, FEBRUARY +f 
at ONE for TWO, the following PROPERTY :— 

“LIMEHOUSE, Poplar, and Stepney.—A six-roomed Copyhold 
House. 28, Samuel- street, Salmon’s-lane; let at £19 168. Two six- 
roomed Houses, 13 and 15, Southill-street, Kerby-street, Poplar; let 
at £44 4s.; term 85 years; ground-rent £4 10s. Four Freehold 
Houses, 10, ll, and 12, York- road, near Stepney Station, and 1, 
Railway - place, ’ adjoining, let at £7588. And the Business Premises 
and Dwelling House, in York-road, used as a wheelwright's; let at 
£30; term 70 years; ground-rent £8.—Vendors’ Solicitors, Messrs, 
Hogan & Hughes, 23, Martin’s-lane, E.C. 

STRATFORD, "Limehouse, and Po lar. 12 Houses, 2 to 24, Pres- 
ton-road, Carpentet’s-road, Stratford; let at £338; term 77 years. 
ground-rent £45, Four Honses and Shops, 61 and 63, West India.’ 
road, and 4and 6, Pennyficids, Poplar; let at £124 166. ; term 15} 

years; ground-rent, £31. 16 Houses, Nos. 1 to 16, Prince’s- place, 
Hightingale-lane, Limehouse ; letat £240 12s.; term 42 years; ground. 
rent £70.—Vendors’ Solicitors, G.8. Warmington, Esq., 1, Gresham 
buildings, B.C. ; "a J. M. Barnard, Esq., 27, White Lion-street, 
Norton olgute 

POPLAR. eg Dorelting Houses, 6, 7, and 8, Cottage-street, High- 

; ket at £39; fine certain 208, quit-rent 68, per annum.— 
Vendor's Solicitor, Beaton F. Taylor, y., 5, Gray’s-inn-square, 


SOUTH HACKNEY.—A i2-roomed Residence, with good gardens 
in front and in rear; No. 96, Lauriston-road, Broadway, in hand ; 
= — £00; term years ; ground-rent £7.—-Vendor's Bolici- 

Saxton & Son; il, Queen Victoria-street, B.C, 
OTRATFORD, —Four 7-roomed Houses, with goat gardens and 
forecourts, Nos, 8, 20, 0, and 31, Carpenter's-road; let at £114 8s. ; 
term #1 years ground- rent ls. each,——Vendor’s Solicitors, 
Mesers, Goliyer Kristow & Co,, 4and 6, Bedford-row, W.C, 

COMMERCIAL BOAD, é. ; he desirable corner House and Shop, 

190, Commercial-road ; DD, Also aiiinie Premixes in Grove- 

etrect, with warehouse, lof yansg and office, with separate entrance. 

p veece value £40; term 37 years; rental &45,-Vendor’s Solieitor, 
George Turner, Kast, 75, Leasenball street, XK C. 

of Vendors’ Solicitors, as above; at the Mart ; and at 








Valuable Freehold, Copyhold and Leasehold Estates. 


Particenlars 
the Auctionsers’ Offices, 144, Mile-ent-road, E, 








OYAL INSURANCE COMPANY, 
FIRE—LIFE—ANNUITI 
hanes FUNDS IN HAND 
OVER £4,000,000. 
Agents wanted on liberal terms of commission. 
Apply toJ. Hamer Owens, Manager, Law Courts Branch 
33, Chancery-lane. 


a nemce TeeON. ASSURANOE OOM- 
FIRE—LIFE MARINE. 

Curr Orrreces: 19 anp 20, CORNHILL, LONDON, EC, 

West Enp Orrices: 49 PALL MALL, "LONDON, S.W, 


ee eC ale LIFE OF FIO E. 
Fouxprp 1806. 











50, REGENT STREET, and 14, CORNHILL, LONDON. 


Existing Assurances exceed .. se oe -» £6,500, 
Invested Funds .. na ée hs o Fite - faut 
Annual Income .. oie oe ee os oe énae 
Claims Paid exceed ee ee ee ee oe 

Bonuses Declared.. ee ee eo ne oe $342'000 


During the past year (1880) each main item has shown improve- 
ment upon the preceding year. 


1879. 1880. 
New Premiums oe - ve £15,172 £18,845 
Income .. oe ee oo 273,684 279,852 
Invested Funds.. oe es ee 2,077,215 2,124,711 


bh CHARLES STEVENS, Secretary. 
UN FIRE OFFICE, 


THREADNEEDLE Street, E.C. Carine Cross, 8.W. 
Oxrorp Srreet (Corner of Vere-street), W. 
EstaBLisHeD 1710. 
Home and Foreign Insurances Effected. 
Sum insured in 1879, £262,492,461. 
FRANCIS B. RELTON, Secretary. 


| AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INSURANOE 
4 COMPANY. Chief Office—i26, Chancery-lane, London, W.C. 
The Funds in hand and Capital subscribed amount to upwards of 
£1,500,000 sterling. 
Chairman—James Cuppoy, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, Goldsmith. 
uilding, Temple. 
Deputy-Chairman—C, Pewnerton, Esq. (Lee & Pembertons), Solici- 
tor, 44, Lincoln’ s-inn-fields. 
Every description of Fire ‘and Life Insurance. business transacted. 
Whole World and Unconditional Life Policies granted at a slightly 
increased rate of Premium. 
Advances made on Mortgage of Life Interest and Reversions 
whether absolute or contingent. 
us, Copies of the Accounts as deposited with the Board 
of Trade, and ev ery information sent on application to 
FRANK McGEDY, Actuary and Secretary. — 


_ ESTABLISHED i851. 
IRKBEOK AN K.- 


Southampton Buildings, Chancery Lane. 

Current Accounts opened according to the weual practice ot other 
Bankers, and Interest allowed on the minimum monthly balances when 
not drawn below £25. No commission charged for keeping Accounts, 
The Bank also receivesmoney on Deposit at Three per cent. Interest, 
repayable on demand. The Bank undertakes for its Customers, free of 
charge, the custody of Deeds, Writings, and other Securities and Valt- 
ables ; the collection of Bills of Exchange, Dividends, and Coupons ; and 
the purchase and sale ot Stocks and Shares, Letters of Credit and 
Ciren!ar Notes issued. 

A Pamphiet, with fall patiioiens, on application. 

FRANCIS RAVENSCROFT, Manage 

__3let March, 1880. 








LONDON GAZETTE (published “by authority) and LONDON ‘and 
COUNT ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE 

No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET, 
H ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty rons in the special inser- 
tion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits r continued 
support.—N.B, One copy of advertisement onl requized and the 
strictest care and ite ot “to assured, Official stamped forms for 
adv ertisement and f an file of ' * London Gazette” kept. By appointment, 


~ EDE AND 380N 


ROBE Pas MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMEM 
Te Her Majesty, the Lord Chancetlorethe Whole ofthe Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &e, 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL'S DITTO, 
CORPORATION neste UNIVERSITY CLERGY GOWNS » 
BTABLISHED 1609, 


04. CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 














